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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Ossorne Morean’s motion for a select committee 
“to inquire and report whether any and what steps ought 
to be taken to simplify and secure the title to land, and 
to facilitate the transfer thereof,” was carried in the 
House of Commons on Tuesday evening, with an addition 
suggested by Mr. Marten, ‘‘and also to prevent frauds 
on purchasers and mortgagees of land”; and we shall 
now have the benefit of the recommendations cf a body 
containing not only eminent lawyers, but also a propor- 
tion of business laymen. The question for consideration 
is considerably simplified since the last inquiry was held. 
It is now admitted, we should imagine on all hands, that 
if any system of registry is to be successful it must be 
compulsory. Then the question arises, as Mr. Morgan 
pointed out, what is really wanted ? Do you only want 
security and protection from fraud? If so, a simple 
registry of deeds will answer your purpose. Do you want 
increased simplicity and economy ?—then, of course, a 
bare registry of deeds will not do, for the effect of such a 
registry must necessarily be to add to the trouble and 
expense attending the transfer of land. We confess we 
think that safety, simplicity and economy might all 
be attained by the adoption of some such system 
a8 that developed by Mr. George Sweet in our columns a 
few months ago (ante, p. 202); but we are driven by 
recent experience to the conclusion that the chance 
of success for a compulsory system of registration 
is directly proportioned to the degree in which it leaves 
untouched the ingen system of land transfer. Some- 
thing superadded to this system might be passed into 
law, and prove successful; a substituted system will not, 
80 far as we can see at present, have a chance of success, 
The question for consideration, therefore, is really 





whether we should not take half a loaf rather than no 
bread, and try to insure security and protection from 
fraud while leaving to subsequent years the question of 
simplifying the title to and transfer of land. 





WE CALLED ATTENTION some little time ago to the mis- 
taken notion that the effect of the clause in the Declara- 
tion of Paris that “ privateering is and remains abo- 
lished” will be to limit nations to their regular navies, 
i.e, to ships owned by the State and fitted out primarily 
for fighting other armed vessels. However unpleasant 
and disappointing it may be to give up such an idea, it 
is necessary to look these matters in the face, and to find 
out, if possible, what is the construction of the clause 
recognized by international lawyers; for it is only by 
doing this that we can ascertain what precautions should 
be taken for the protection of our commerce in the un- 
happy event of war. We have already pointed out that 
in 1871 the French Government complained to our 
Foreign Secretary of the decree for a voluntary marine 
issued by Germany during the Franco-German War, as 
being, under a disguised form, the re-establishment of 
privateering; but the English law officers of the day 
advised that, as the crews of the German vessels would 
be in the service of the Government, and under the 
same discipline as the crews on board vessels permanently 
belonging to the Federal navy, the decree did not infringe 
the Declaration of Paris. We may now add the views 
of one of the most eminent authorities on the subject, 
Professor Bluntschi, who, writing in the Revue de Droit 
International, sets forth his view of the effect of the 
Declaration of Paris. We translate the following pas- 
sages :—“In fact, suppressing privateering does not 
mean renouncing the voluntary service of the citizens of 
a country or even of foreigners in maritime war. Just 
as in war on land, nothing hinders a State from forming 
a body of volunteers which it employs as part of or as 
an auxiliary force to its army, so a maritime nation may 
reinforce its fleet by adding to it vessels which have 
hitherto been used for trade. One may even resort to a 
general appeal to all the forces of the nation—a sort of 
naval Landsturm—by appealing to all the maritime re- 
sources of the nation fo fight the enemy. It is, there- 
fore, inaccurate to say that the prohibition of privateering 
would for the future hinder a maritime power which has 
a great merchant fleet and a small war fleet from rein. 
forcing and completing the latter by means of the former. 
The characteristic difference, the reason for absolutely 
rejecting privateering, is that it is without military or- 
ganization, and that if does not carry on a contest of 
State against State, but one of individual against indi- 
vidual. Having spoliation for its object, it unchains the 
madness of gain, and gives piracy the sanction of legality. 
When a man-of-war attacks private property this abuse 
of force is compensated to a certain extent by the senti- 
ment of honour of the officers, by the discipline of the 
soldiers, by the observance of civilized usages. But those 
who fit out privateers have no other object than to attack 
defenceless merchants and despoil them. They are 
privileged pirates.” 





AN INTERESTING QUESTION Was raised in a recent case 
in the Queen’s Bench Division last week as to the law 
relating to fox hunting. It was laid down at an early 
period in the history of our law that a man might follow 
into the lands of another “‘a noxious beast.” Thus, in 
the reign of Henry VIII., Brooke, J., is reported to have 
said that ‘a man might justify entering into the lands 
of another to kill a fox or an otter, because they are 
beasts injurious to the commonwealth.” In Millen v. 
Fandrye (Poph. 161) reference is made to a case where 
“trespass was brought for hunting and breaking of 
hedges, and the case was that a man started a fox in his 
own land, and his hounds pursued him into another man’s 
lands, and it was holden that he may hunt and pursue 
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him into any man’s land, because a fox is a noisome 
creature to the commonwealth.” And in Gedge v. 
Minne (2 Bulstr. 60) it was admitted that “ one may well 
pursue such a beast or vermin when once he is up, and 
that into another man’s ground ;” but in this last case 
a distinction was drawn between entering upon another 
man’s ground to find foxes and other ‘‘ vermin’ and 
pursuing foxes into another man’s ground; in the first 
event theconsent of theowner of theground wasnecessary, 
in the second not. The defendant in this case, hearing 
that ‘‘a noysome vermin called a badger was there, 
and had done much hurt,” entered on the plaintiff's 
land to search for the badger, and dug him out. The 
court held that the justification of the defendant was not 
good, for not only was the entry unlawful, but the de- 
fendant had not averred that he could not have drawn 
the badger “either by smoaking him out, or by using of 
tarriers to get him out.” The question arose again in 
Gundry v. Feltham (1 T. R. 334), where it was held 
that a person may justify trespass in following a fox 
with hounds over the grounds ef another if he do no 
more than is necessary to kill the fox. In this case 
breaking hedges constituted a part of the trespass which 
was confessed by the defendant’s plea, although in 
Brownl. 224, it is said by Fenner, J., that “it is not lawful 
to break hedges in the pursuit.” But in Earl of Essex v. 
Capel (2 Chit. Game Laws App. 1381) this important 
limitation was imposed on the old rule—that to be 
justifiable the hunting must be for the good of the com- 
monwealth, and not merely for the pleasure or profit of 
the hunter. ‘ We cannot make a new law,” said Lord 
Ellenborough, “ to suit the pleasures and amusements of 
those gentlemen who choose to hunt for their diversion. 
Those pleasures are to be taken only when there is the 
consent of those who are likely to be injured by them.” 
It may be doubted whether fox hunters are at the pre- 
sent day actuated by an exclusive regard to the interest 
of the commonwealth. 





Wren zerzrence to Lord Hartington’s forthcoming 
motion, it may be worth while to recall the circumstance 
that a similar question was raised and the principle of 
his motion affirmed by the House of Commons while the 
Government of India Act was passing through the House. 
Mr. Gladstone moved to insert in the Bill a clause in 
effect providing that, except for repelling actual invasion 
of our East Indian possessions or other sudden or urgent 
necessity, her Majesty’s forces in the East Indies should 
not be employed in any military operation beyond the 
frontiers of her Majesty’s Indian possessions without the 
consent of Parliament; and upon a division the clause 
was carried with a slight modification. When the Bill 

reached the House of Lords, however, Mr. Gladstone’s 
clause was struck out, and the clause relating to the 
revenues of India not being applied without the consent 
of Parliament to defray the expenses of military 
operations beyond the frontiers of India was substituted. 





Tue services of the late Mr. Lumley, Q.C., Counsel 
to the Local Government Board, ought not to pass un- 
noticed. From 1839 to his death a few days ago he 
was officially and intimately connected with the adminis. 
tration of the Poor Law; his knowledge of the subject 
was unequalled; his advice was sought on all the difficult 
questions which from time to time arose, and his evidence 
helped to shape the recommendations of many Parlia. 
mentary committees, while in the numerous important 
Acts drafted by him there remain other valuable and 
enduring results of his knowledge and skill. 





We print in another column an order of transfer of 
causes from the lists of Vice-Chancellors Malins and Hall 
to Vice-Chancellor Bacon. None of the causes will be 
heard before Tuesday next, except by consent of all 
parties. 











RUSSIAN CRUISERS AND THE AMERICAN 
NEUTRALITY LAW. 


Recent telegrams from America afford good grounds for 
believing that the Russians are taking active steps to 
procure vessels in the United States which they may fit 
oat there as cruisers. Under these circumstances it 
becomes interesting to inquire to what extent the 
American neutrality laws may be relied upon to hinder- 
this. We are told in the telegrams in the Times that 
the Russian officers in America ‘‘ expect that plenty of 
men will be found in American ports to man ” thege 
cruisers, and that they “also expect to get the vessels 
out of American waters before war is proclaimed, and 
profess a complete knowledge of American law on the 
subject.’ But as we read the American Neutrality Act 
of 1818, which is the one now in force, neither the 
clause against enlisting men, nor that as to fitting out 
and arming ships, is at all dependent upon war ha’ 
been proclaimed. The 2nd section provides that “if 
any person shall, within the territory or jurisdic. 
tion of the United States, enlist or enter him 

or hire or retain any other person to enlist or enter 
himself, or to go beyond the limits or jurisdic. 
tion of the United States with intent to be enlisted 
or entered in the service of any foreign prince, 
state, colony, district, or people, as a soldier, or asa 
marine or seaman, on board any man of war, letter of 
marque or privateer, every person so offending shall be 
deemed guilty of a high misdemeanour, and shall be 
fined not exceeding 1,000 dollars, and be imprisoned for 
not exceeding three years.” This clause is subject to 
only one exception, viz., the enlistment ‘‘on board 
vessel of war, letter of marque, or privateer, which at the 
time of its arrival within the United States was fitted 
and equipped as such,’ of a subject of the foreign 
prince, state, colony, district, or people, in whose service 
the vessel of war, letter of marque, or privateer shall be. 
This exception will obviously not apply to vessels pro. 
cured and fitted out in the United States, and in any 
case it would not apply except to Russian subjects. The 
section seems to be applicable in peace as well as during 
war. ; 
The 3rd section provides that “if any person shall, 
within the limits of the United States, fit out and arm, 
or attempt to fit out and arm, or procure to be fitted out 
and armed, or shall knowingly be concerned in the fur- 
nishing, fitting out, or arming of any ship or vessel, with. 
intent that such ship or vessel shall be employed in the 
service of any foreign prince or State, or of any colony, 
district, or people, to cruise or commit hostilities against 
the subjects, citizens, or property of any foreign prince 
or State, or of any colony, district, or people with whom 
the United States are at peace, or shall issue or deliver 
a commission, within the territory of the United States, 
for any ship or vessel to the intent that she may be em- 
ployed aforesaid, every person so offending shall be 
deemed guilty of a high misdemeanour, and shall be fined 
not more than ten thousand dollars, and imprisoned not 
more than three years; and every such ship or vessel, 
with her tackle, apparel, and furniture, together 
with all materials, arms, ammunition, and stores which : 
may have been procured for the building and equipment: 
thereof shall be forfeited, one-half to the use of the in- 
former, and the other half to the use of the United States.” ° 
Under this section, before any person could be con- 
victed or the vessel could be forfeited, it would, no- 
doubt, be necessary to show that the vessel was being 
fitted out with intent to cruise or commit hostilities 
against British subjects or British property; but, so far 
as we can see, it cannot be essential that Russia and 
England should already be at war. In fact there isa . 
precedent almost in point the other way. In 1848 (see 
Dana's Wheaton, p. 561), during an armistice between 
Denmark and the Germanic Confederation, the American. 
Government stopped a ship fitted out by the Germanic 
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THE NEW CRIMINAL CODE. 
We are glad to find that, among other changes 


posed by the Bill for codifying the criminal 
a it is intended to do away with the present 
system of pleading in criminal cases. The Attorney- 
General, in introducing the Bill, appealed to the ex- 
perience of every lawyer and member of quarter sessions 
in the House in support of his assertion that at present 
indictments drawn by the most reliable and experienced 
lawyers run to a length and assume a complication com- 
pletely monstrous. An indictment of 50, 60, or 100 

es, contained in a roll of parchment, as the Attorney- 
General described it, almost as long as the House, is by 
no means rare. It is obvious that such a statement of 
the charge is quite useless for any legitimate purpose of 
conveying information to the accused. It is necessary 
to prevent the possibility of offenders escaping justice, 
but only because of the needless technicality now insisted 
upon. The ground of this necessity is the stringency 
with which the principle that the pleadings must set out 
all the facts that in law support the judgment is applied 
in criminal cases. In civil pleadings this principle is 
applied with greater elasticity than it used to be, and 
consequently, if the pleadings give substantially the 
requisite information to the opposite party, so that he 
is not surprised or prejudiced, a slip in pleading is rarely 
fatal. It is high time that an alteration should be made 
with regard to criminal pleadings in the same direction, 
provided that sufficient safeguards are devised to prevent 
the accused from being prejudiced or surprised. 

In other respects the Bill proposes to effect changes 
of importance while codifying the criminal law. The 
distinction between felonies and misdemeanours, which 
has now become a mere technicality of an anomalous 
character, is to be abolished. Minimum punishments 
are also to be abolished, and the capricious variety which 
at present exists in relation to the maximum penalty 
applicable to offences of an equally heinous character 
isto be done away with. In the new code the word 
“malice ” is altogether excluded, on the ground of the 
great difficulty that exists in reconciling the popular 
end the legal meaning of the term and the confusion 
of ideas that is thus created. Some of the most impor- 
tant provisions of the new Bill relate to the offence of 
murder. What may be termed “ constructive’? murder 
is to be abolished, that is to say, the doctrine that where 
there was no intention to kill or do grievous bodily harm, 
the person killing is guilty of murder because engaged 
inan unlawful act. In future, homicide is only to be 
murder when there was a deliberate intention to take 
away life or to inflict grievous bodily harm, or where a 
person has deliberately done an act likely in itself 
to cause death or grievous bodily harm, and has by such 
act caused death with a stolid indifference as to whether 
such result would follow the commission of the act or 
not. Again, the law is to be altered with regard to the 
amount of provocation that will reduce the offence to 
manslaughter, by enacting that any wrongful act or 
emission of such a nature as to be sufficient to deprive 
anerdinary person aggrieved thereby of the power of 
‘sélf-control shall be provocation. The law is also to be 
altered with regard to child murder, and in the case of 
wilful homicide of a child just born or being born, the 
jury are to have power to find a verdict of manslaughter. 
The law of larceny is also to be subjected to sweeping 
modifications doing away with the existing distinctions 
and complications. It is provided, also, we notice with 
much interest, that a prisoner may make a statement on 
his trial if he wishes to do so, and if he does he is to be 
subjected to cross-examination upon it. He is not, how- 
ever, to be allowed to give evidence on oath on his own 
behalf. An application to the Court of Appeal for a new 
trial is also to be allowed under certain conditions, and 
the Court of Appeal may, if it thinks proper, allow an 
Appeal from its decision to the House of Lords. The 
Attorney-General, as an illustration of the desirability of 





this latter provision, referred to the Franccnia case, 
where a point of great national importance was decided 
in a court of thirteen by a majority of one. 

We reserve more detailed comments until the bill has 
been printed. 








Rehiews. 


STATUTES REVISED. 


Tue Statutes. Revised Edition. Vol. 14. By Auruor- 
1ry. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 


This portly volume brings the work down to 1865 
(25 & 26 Vict.—28 & 29 Vict.). That within little more 
than fifteen months four volumes of this work should 
have been issued, is very creditable to the energy of the 
learned editor and his subordinates. 


A CuronotoaicaL Taste aND InpEx or THE Sraturss. 
Fourts Epirion. To the End of the Session of 1877. 
Eyre & Spottiswoode. 


Every practitioner who has used the former edition of 
the work knows that its value is really beyond descrip- 
tion. In this edition, while the chronological table has 
been little altered, the index has been in many places 
remodelled ; and we are inclined to think, from our in- 
vestigation, very greatly improved. Take, for instance, 
the heading “Charities ” : we have now the subject broken 
up into five main headings, with sub-headings which 
direct the eye at once to the desired division of the 
subject. The committee express a hope of being able to 
issue a new edition of the work annually, but we take it 
for granted that this will not prevent the issue of the 
current.annual table of changes, for the benefit of people 
who do not wish to buy a new edition every year. 


_ « x 
—— 








The Home Secretary, en the application of the justices, 
has issued an order under the Wild Fowl Protection Act, 
varying the close time for wild fowl in the county of 
Anglesey so asto be from March 1 to July 24 in each year. 


The Commissioners of Patents having decided upon the 
revision and consolidation of the whole series of subject-matter 
indexes of patents, from 1617 to 1876, a special staff is to 
be appointed for this purpose. The appointments will be 
made by open competitive examination under special 
regulations, which appeared in the London Gazette of May 7. 


On Wednesday the Home Secretary received a deputation, 
among whom were Lord Hylton, Mr. R. H. Paget, M.P . 
Mr. Gore Langton, M.P., the Mayor of Wells, the Mayor of 
Glastonbury, and the Recorder of Wells, who waited upon 
him to present memorials from several boards of guardians in 
Somerset and justices of the peace in favour of the retention 
of the Shepton Mallet Gaol in its present site and the hold- 
ing of assizes for the county of Somerset at Wells, The 
deputation showed they represented a population of 210,000 ; 
that Wells was centrally situated ; that the cost of removal 
of prisoners from Wells to Taunton would be ruinous to 
the county, owing to distance ; that the accommodation for 
the judges and counsel in Wells was excellent ; that, while 
the cost of each prisoner in Taunton Gaol for the last seven 

ears had averaged £40 15s., those in Shepton Mallett Gaol 
ad only cost £26 18s. each, and the expenses in the ad- 
ministration of justice were equally favourable to Wells, 
The Home Secretary, in reply, said he had no doubt that 
the proposition—which, he understood, had been made by 
the county of Somerset—to retain the t gaol was one 
which the Treasury would sanction. The question of the 
removal of the assizes was mentioved by the former 
deputation from Taunton. There were certain 

in the Home Office on the subject, and those of the de- 
putation would lie by the side of the others against any 
removal of the assizes from Wells. But the ques:ion had 
not been seriously mooted for the removal of the assizes 
in any way, and, no doubt, they would hear no more about 
it. 
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General Cuorresponvence. 


“ DEFAULTING SOLICITORS.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—You have, no doubt, seen a circular that has 
been issued by Sir Henry Peek, inviting prize essays as 
to the best mode of dealing with this subject. It occurs 
to me that, in order to enable the essayists to grapple 
comprehensively with the subject—and I may add to do 
so with fairness to our profession—they should befurnished 
with corresponding data as to other professions in the 
same rank in society. That is to say, if it be the fact 
that the proportion of solicitors becoming bankrupt or 
insolvent is 74 per cent., what is the proportion of 
stockbrokers, doctors, clergymen, and surveyors who 

similarly are driven to seek relief from their liabilities ? 

Soxicrror. 





LAND FRAUDS AND REGISTRATION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—I am induced to address you on this subject in 
consequence of the letter signed ‘“‘A. E. M.,” on page 
526, in which the writer says of David Hughes, that he 
operated almost exclusively in Middlesex, and “‘ managed 
to make of the register a most efficient auxiliary.” 

With all deference to your learned correspondent (for 
I fancy I can identify him) I would venture to ask 
whether the statement I have quoted is correct? and 
also to doubt whether the suggestion implied by these 
words—viz., that a register of deeds is an auxiliary to 
fraud—is borne out by the conduct of Hughes. 

I wage in the office of the solicitor who had the conduct 
of Hughes’ bankruptcy and prosecution, and have some 
recollection of the matter. 

Hughes was entitled under an agreement with a large 
landowner to have certain leases granted to himself or 
his nominees at peppercorn rents. He had in his family 
a nurse, named Jones, and a girl whom he had, as it was 
believed, adopted. His method of raising money was 
this :—He would grant, or procure to be granted, to his 
nurse, or his adopted daughter, leases of houses for long 
terms of years, expressing on the face of them that they 
were granted in consideration of heavy premiums (e.g., 
£1,000). He would then apply to a client for a loan on 
the security of such leases, professing to act for the 
“Jessee.”” The “lessee”? would, at Hughes’ suggestion, 
execute a mortgage. The interest would be duly paid 
by Hughes and proper accounts—very neatly prepared— 
were sent to the clients in duplicate, one part of which 
was to be retained, and the other returned to Hughes 
with a receipt for the amount of the interest received, to 
be appended. His books were beautifully kept and 
everything seemed to his confiding clients in good order. 

About a dozen suits were instituted between rival 
claimauts from Hughes or his nurse and adopted 
daughter, and three of them are reported—viz., Ogilvie v. 
Jeaffreson (2 Giff. 353), and Neve v. Pennell, and Hunt 
v. Neve (11 W. R. 986; 2 H. &M. 170). In all the cases 
the fact was found to be that Hughes obtained money 
from persons who reposed the utmost confidence in him, 
and never seemed to suspect that anything was wrong. 

Hughes’ security was the confidence which his clients 
reposed in him, together with the omission to register 
deeds. In fact he had a well-grounded dislike to the 
register, for it was shown in the two cases reported in 
H. & M., that he borrowed money of H., a client of 
twenty years’ standing, in November, 1856, and handed 
the mortgage deed to H., without having registered it, 
and without saying a word about registration. The 
second mortgagee who succeeded in the cross-suits was 





a solicitor in Kent, who, when he took his mortgage 
deed duly registered it. 

The matter seems to resolve itself into this:—No 
register of deeds will ever prevent men from omitting to 
register, if it be their interest or intention not to register ; 
while, on the other hand, if there were a register existin 
in each county, the necessity for registration would be- 
come so well known and understood, that few clients of 
any intelligence would omit to think of the necessity of 
registering ; and the chances of any man forging dupli. 
cate or triplicate leases, and so getting money on them 
all, would be greatly diminished. 

No doubt, also, nothing will prevent a dishonest man 
from abusiig the confidence of his clients. It is im. 
possible to prevent fraud entirely, but it would certainly 
be possible to limit its operations. H. G. D. 





THE CONTINGENT REMAINDERS ACT 
OF 1877. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Mr. A. P. Whately, in his learned communica. 
tion to the Soricrrors’ Journat of last Saturday (p, 
544), says that a legal remainder, if originally con- 
tingent, failed unless it became vested in interest upon 
or before the determination of the particular estate, 
and if it did not so fail and was limited to a class, it 
took effect in possession upon the determination of the 
particular estate in favour of the members who answered 
the required description [upon or] before the determina- 
tion of the particular estate; and he further says, in 
terms, which, to avoid misrepresentation of his meaning, 
I had better state fully, that, ‘‘ Strictly speaking, indeed, 
a legal remainder expressed to be limited to a class 
vested wholly in the person first becoming capable asa 
member of the class, subject to be divested as. to the 
proportions of the persons afterwards becoming capable 
before the determination of the particular estate, and 
such last-mentioned persons took by way of shifting use 
or executory devise, and not as remaindermen properly 
so called. But the class was finally ascertained at the 
determination of the particular estate, and could not 
afterwards be re-opened. In the case of executory 
devises and equitable interests generally a more lenient 
rule obtained. In these cases a gift to a class might 
give a titie in possession first to one or more persons, 
and afterwards open and admit of a participation by 
others, but this could not be done with regard to legal 
remainders (Fearne, Cout. Rem. 312; Mogg v. Mogg, 1 
Mer. 654, 3 Prest. Conv. 555). The distinction was 
caused by a difference of rule with respect to the period 
of finally ascertaining the class, and did not depend on 
the rule requiring remainders to vest in interest upon or 
before the determination of the particular estate. The 
latter rule was satisfied if there were any members of 
the class in existence aud duly qualified upon the de- 
termination of the particular estate, and the class in esse 
for the time being then became entitled in possession 
absolutely, without the capacity of re-opening or en- 
larging the class which applied to a class taking under 
an executory devise or equitable limitation. It may be 
difficult to say why—since in a legal remainder to a class 
the objects, except the one first becoming entitled, took 
really by way of executory devise or shifting use—the 
class, like a class taking originally by way of executory 
devise or shifting use, should not have been considered 
capable of enlargement so as to take in subsequent 
objects after the determination of the particular estate. 
But the point is clear.” 

T agree that the pointis clear, but not that it is a rule 
or deduction from a rule of construction specially applic. 
able to contingent remainders. If the member of the 
class who first becomes capable takes a vested interest in 
the entirety, and each member who subsequently be- 
comes capable takes by way of shifting use or executory 
devise, then, for the reason suggested by Mr. Whately 
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“himself, the question between him and your reviewer 
which relates to the failure of contingent remainders) 
j not arise; the decision in Brackenbury v. Gibbons 
(L. BR. 2 Ch. Div. 417), was wrong; Mr. Joshua Williams 
was wrong in referring to the case as an example of an evil 
which the Act was intended to remedy but has not touched, 
and your reviewer was wrong in asserting that the Act 
applies to that class of cases. But I think that the doc- 
trine of conditional vesting in the first-ascertained 
member, which Mr. Whately has adopted from Fearne, 
(who seems to have invented it in order to justify an 
¢rroneous ‘proposition in Co, Litt. 188a), will, when 
examined, appear to be untenable. As regards the 
persons who are designated by the terms of a limitation 
to aclass to take as members of the class, one rule of 
construction is applicable to all limitations, whether 
they are to take effect by way of remainder or by way of 
springing or shifting use or executory devise or trust. 
It is that every person who comes within the description 
of the class before or at the time when, according to 
to the interpretation, construction and legal operation of 
the limitation, the members of the class ure to be finally 
ascertained, is, and no other person is, a person designated 
by the limitation to take under it. This would be an 
‘identical proposition if it did not express the distinction 
between the meaning of a limitation actually expressed 
by its terms, duly interpreted, and its meaning and 
operation according to the rules of construction after 
taking into account the operation of rules of law. 

By “interpretation” T understand the ascertaining of 
‘the meaning of the language of an instrument according 
to the context and surrounding circumstances, including 
tules of law presumed to be known to the framer; by 
“construction” the supplying of conditions, provisions, 
or modifications not expressed or ascertained by inter- 
pretation, being frequently provisions not contemplated 
by the framer of the instrument, but necessary to com- 
‘plete his scheme. It occasionally happens (as in the 
ease under consideration) that where a meaning has 
been arrived at by interpretation and construction some 
further modification in the way of interpretation or of 
construction is found to be necessary by reason of some 
rule of law which would interfere with the operation of 
the clause according to its prim@ facie interpretation 
and construction. Thus, where an estate or interest 
is limited to'A. for his life, and after the death of A. to 
the children of B., every child of B. whoisin existence at 
any time while'the limitation is in force and: before the 
death of A. is, and.a child born after A.’s death is not, 
& member of the class designated to take; and this is so 
whether the limitation is of the legal estate, or of a 
merely equitable interest in land or personalty, and by 
force of a general rule of construction, and not of any 
rule of tenure. On the other hand, under a limitation 
to A. for life, and, after the death of A. to the child or 
thildren of B. who before or after A:’s death shall 
-attain the -age of twenty-one years, every child of B. 
‘who attains the prescribed age, whether in A.’s lifetime 
or after his death, is a member of the class designated to 
take, unless. the limitation is of the legal estate, in 
which case, before the ‘recent Act, a rule of tenure 
added to the: express: description the further condition 
‘thatthe contingency. must be determined, and therefore 
‘the members of the-class ‘finally ascertained, while A. is 
living. In other words, ‘the rule as to ‘the vesting of 
legal remainders imports into every legal gift'to a class 
by way of remainder the further condition that ‘the 
members of the class must be finally ascertained during 
‘the continuance or immediately upon fhe determination 
ofthe particular estate. ‘When, .by the Act of 1877, 
the rule as to the vesting of remainders,was abolished 
‘in respect. of remainders. (limited by instruments exe- 
cuted after the passing of the Act) whieh might be valid 
&8-éxecutory devises: or future uses, the condition im- 
ported: by that mle into such’: limitations was’ also 
-abclished, and the time for dseértaining the class was 
made the same as-it would be if’ thése limitations were: 





of a merely equitable estate. Under a limitation toa 
class the persons who, according to the rules of 
interpretation and construction, are within its scope 
and are not excluded by any rule of law, take 
the entirety of the sudject-matter among them al+ 
though other persons who would also be members 
of the class are excluded by some rule of. law, 
as in Brackenbury v. Gibbons, where there would Have 
been more than two members of the class if the period 
for ascertaining them had not. been accelerated by the 
operation of the rule that no contingent remainder could 
vest after the death of the tenant for life, and’ the two 
who alone became capable during the subsistence of the 
particular estate took the entirety. But the judgment 
of the court (Vice-Chancellor Hall) assumed that there 
was a limitation.of a share to every child who attained 
the prescribed age, which failed, not because the person 
did not answer the description, but because it was a 
contingent remainder and not an executory devise; and 
did not vest in time. It is indifferent whether the result 
is stated as a failure by reason of the remainder not 
vesting while supported by the particular estate, or by 
reason of the prescribed qualification not being ascers 
tained before the period for ascertaining the members of 
the class—the result is equally that the limits of the class 
are first defined by the terms of the limitation itself, and 
are then further restricted by the operatiun of a rule of 
law which is not a rule either of interpretation or of 
construction. i 

It follows that, under a contingent limitation in 
remainder to a class, each member takes, ‘as soon as he is 
ascertained, a vested remainder in the share to which he 
will appear to be entitled when all the members have 
been finally ascertained, and if the limitation is to’a 
class as joint tenants each member, when he is ascers 
tained, becomes entitled to a vested interest in» the 
entirety of the estate jointly with the other then ascer- 
tained member or members (if any), and subject to the 
admission into the jointure of every other member who 
is ascertained in due time, all. taking jointly becanse 
they take under one limitation, although they take at 
different times: Co. Litt. 9a; Sussex v. Temple (1 Ld. 
Raym. 311); Oates v. Jackson (2 Str. 1172). See Ken-~ 
worthy v. Ward (11 Hare, 196, 17 Jur. 1047). 

Fearne, indeed, gives a different account of the matter 
which I cannot think to be correct, but which, whether 
corrector not, does not bear on the question as tothe éffeet 
of the recent statute, or indeed on any other practi- 
cal question. He says that if a limitation be'te A. for 
life, remainder to the right heirs of J. and of K.; itseems 
that the heirs of J. and of K. will take as tenants im 
common and not jointly, on. account of the estate 
vesting in them at different times, provided the limita- 
tion takes effect at common law and not by wap 
of use or executory devise; and for this he cites 
Coke upon Littleton, 188a; 5. Rep. 8a, and 13 Rep. 57. 
“ For where a contingent remainderis limited to the use of 
several, who do not all become capable at the same time, 
notwithstanding it vests in the person first becoming 
capable, yet shall it devest as to the proportions of the 
persons afterwards becoming capable before the deter- 
mination of the preceding estate, and they may take 
jointly, notwithstanding the different times of vesting 
(C. R. 312). This distinction between limitations at 
common: law: and limitations: by way of use or dévise is, 
however, unsupported by actual decision, and is directly 
contradieted’ by ‘the authority’ which Fearne cites in 
support of it (A/atthews or Sussex v. Temple), where Holt 
said'that they: were joint tenants, because under the same 
conveyance; which, and not: the time of vesting; made 
joint tenants, and he seemed ‘to:deny: the care cited from 
Coke:wpon Littiéton of the heirs of J. and of K. taking as 
tenants in.cémmen. Oates 'y. Jackson (2 Str, 1172), was 
not decided on the ground. suggested by Fearne, whieh 
would, indeed, in no way help to remove the difficulty as 
to'thé vesting at different times if it existed, for all that 
could go over ftom the first ascettained member to those 
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afterwards becoming capable would, at least in the case 

of a limitation in joint tenancy, be their respective 
interests by way of remainder vesting in each as he 
first became capable. If the entirety vested at first in 

the first capable member and shifted successively from 

him to the members of the class for the time being 
including himself (a proposition necessary to get over the 
difficulty as to joint tenancy, and adopted by Mr. Booth 
in his opinion stated in, Shep. Touchst. by Hilliard ; 
Preston’s, ed., p. 530), all the members of the class 
when ultimately ascertained would take the entirety by 
way of shifting use or executory devise and not by way 
of remainder, whether the particular estate were sub- 
sisting or not; and Mogg v. Mogg, and Brackenbury v. 
Gibbons would not be authorities as regards contingent 
limitations to a class in joint tenancy. 

But Fearne goes on to say that the vesting of a re- 
mainder in the person first coming in esse so as to devest 
as to the shares of the persons afterwards coming in esse 
to participate thereof is not confined to limitations in 
joint tenancy, it equally extends to tenants in common, 
and he cites Doe v. Perryn (3 T. R. 484), where, he says, it 
was held that the fee vested in the child first born, and 
afterwards opened and let in those born at subsequent 
periods. But it is obvious that this could not have been 
decided, because the only question was whether the three 
contingent remaindermen who were ascertained while 
the particular estate subsisted and died before it ceased 
took vested and transmissible interests, each in one- 
To describe the successive vesting of each share in the 
member who ultimately becomes entitled to it, subject to 
the ascertainment of the amount of the share when it 
vests in possession, as the vesting in the member first in 
esse of the entire fee, which afterwards opens and takes in 
the others, is to substitute an obscure and inaccurate 
metaphor for a plain statement of a simple rule. 

I have, perhaps, devoted too much space to the dis- 
cussion of doctrines of no practical importance, for, 
whether the remainder vests in the member first in esse 
as to the entirety, subject to opening and Jetting in the 
others, or only as to the share which he ultimately re- 
tains, it is equally true that a limitation to A. for life, 
and after his death to the children of B., is, if B. has 
three children only, John and Henry, born in A.’s life- 
time, and Thomas, born after A.’s death, a limitation by 
way of contingent remainder of one-third of the estate 
to Thomas, which, before the recent Act, would have 
failed, so as to reduce the number cf the class capable 
of taking to two, and is a contingent remainder which 
— ony vest during the continuance of the particular 

If this be so your reviewer's statement that a conting- 
ent limitation in remainder to a class as tenants in 
common is made up of a distinct remainder to every 
person who, in the event, fulfils the contingent condition, 
is strictly accurate, and the Act applies to each of those 
remainders which does not become vested during the 
continuance of the particular estate, whether or not 
there be a vesting during that time of any of the other 
shares. If it is not so the Act has not failed, but some 
decisions have to be overruled. Gzo. Swezer. 

Temple, May 13. 





PURCHASE CONTRAOTS GRATIS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Enclosed we send you a piece cut out of a letter 
received a short time ago by a client of ours from a firm 
of builders. We do not know whether it is worth while 
to take any notice of it, but it shows how the public is 
taken in. Attzn & Son, 

17, Carlisle-street, Soho-square, W., May 15. 


[The following is the extract referred to :—= 


“* We enclose you a form of contract to be signed by you 
and ourselves, which please execute in the ne ae 








witness and return it to us for our signature, when we will. 
get it stamped and furnish you with a certified copy of it, 
If this were done by a solicitor it would cost about £5 to 
you, which we suppose you are unwilling to incur, Op: 
hearing from you with contract we will at unce insttuct our 
solicitors to do the needful and convey this property to 


you.” | 








Cases of the eek. 


PracticE—REFEREE—SETTING ASIDE FinpINc—Jupica- 
TURE AcT, 1873, s. 56—Orp. 36, R. 34.—In a case of The 
Dunkirk Halt Colliery Company v. Lever, decided by the 
Court of Appeal on the 13th inst., a question arose as to, 
the proper course to be pursued when a judge is dissatisfied 
with the report or finding of a referee. The action wag 
brought in respect of an slleged breach of contract by the 
defendant. Jessel, M.R., by whom the action was tried, 
held that the plaintiffs were entitled to succeed, and re-. 
ferred it to a special referee to ascertain the amount of 
damages which the defendant ought to pay. The referee 
heard evidence, and made a report, finding that the plain- 
tiffs were entitled to £2,900 damages, and stating the 
principle upon which he had assessed the . The 
plaintiffs moved before the Master of the Rolls that the 
finding might be altered, varied, or remitted for amendment 
to the referee, with directions as to the true measure of 
damages, the plaintiffs contending that the referee had 
proceeded upon a principle which was not applicable to. 
the facts of the case. The Master of the Rolls, upon the 
evidence taken before the referee, as it appeared from a. 
shorthand writer’s notes, held that the referee had come to. 
@ wrong conclusion. He did not, however, remit the 
matter to the referee, but himself assessed the damages at 
£5,300. The Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and 
Bramwell, L.JJ.) were disposed to think that the principle 
upon which the referee had proceeded was not warranted 
by the facts so far as they appeared. But they held that 
the Master of the Rolls had no jurisdiction to make the 
order which he had made. He could only adopt the report 
wholly or partially, or remit it to the referee for amend- 
ment, and the court made an order remitting the matter 
to the referee, expressing their opinion that he had come. 
to a wrong conclusion. Bramwell, L.J., expressed a de- 
cided opinion that a referee ought not to state his reasons 
for his conclusion. 


PracticE—Ricut oF Onze DEFENDANT To TRIAL BY Jury 
—OasE ‘ ConveNIENT” To Bx sO TRIED—RvxeEs oF Court, 
1875, Orp. 36, RR. 3, 26, 27.—In a case of Mirehouse v. 
Barnett, before the Master of the Rolls on the 10th inst., 
the question arose as to the right of one defendant, under 
ord. 36, r. 8, to have an action that could, before the passing 
of the Judicature Act, have been tried in the Court of 
Chancery, tried before a jury, and also as to the circum- 
stances under which the court would exercise its discretion 
on the application of the defendant, and send the issues of 
fact to be tried before a jury under rule 27 of the same order. 
It was an action to set aside the allotment of certain 
debentures in a limited company, on the ground of mis- 
representation on the part of the former directors. One of 
the two remaining defendants applied to have the action 
tried before a jury, on the ground that the issue, being one 
of personal reputation, was one peculiarly proper to be so: 
tried, so that, notwithstanding Back v. Hay Gs . R. 392, 
L. R. 5 Ch. D. 235), where Malins, V.C., had held that one: 
defendant had no such right, the Master of the Rolls would, 
under ord. 36, r. 27, direct the issues of fact to be tried 
before a jury. The Master of the Rolls was of opinion 
that, under ord. 36, r. 8, a person had a general right to have 


subject to the power of the judge under rule 6 to directa 
trial before himself of cctiode Chich before the Judicature 


Act, could have been so tried. This action was one of 
those, and therefore he had a discretion whether he should 
direct a trial without a jury or not. He considered, how- 
ever, though it was difficult to lay dowa any general rule, 
that the judge must exercise 
unds. In this case there were s¢ 


discretion on judicial 





reasons why he 
The first, which Malins,. 


r) refuse the application. 


his case tried before a jury, but that general right was. 
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‘V.C., had considered sufficient in Back v. Hay, was that 
this was an application by only one defendant, the other 
defendant claiming the action to be tried without a jary. 
"He did not think it convenient to have two separate trials 
of the same action, and such a course would be oppressive 
to the plaintiff, and he did not know what would happen if 
the two tribunals came to different conclusions. The fact 
of one defendant not desiring a trial by jury was, no doubt, 
a material circumstance, but, in his opinion, not conclusive, 
as, under rule 27, he had power to direct any issue of fact 
to be tried in that way if he thought it would be ‘‘ more 
conveniently” so tried. The applicant must, therefore, 
‘show him that this case would be “more conveniently” 
tried before a jury, and in his opinion he had not done so. 
He thought the practice of the Chancery Division quite as 
convenient to try a case of this sort, even where questions of 
personal fraud were involved, and even although a judge 
might feel compelled to make observations affecting the 
characters of different persons, he did not think that a 
sufficient reason for sending the case toa jury. Butin this 
case there were other circumstances which showed that, even 
independently of the application being that of only one defend- 
ant, this action could be much ‘‘ more conveniently ”’ tried 
before himself, The exact point in dispute had been already 
beforetwo juries by plaintiffs who took their debentures under 
similar circumstances and with different results. In Weir 
y. Barnett the jury came to one conclusion, and in Watts v. 
Barnett to another. Weir v. Barnett took twelve days 
before a jury and resulted in over fifty questions being sub- 
mitted to them. The answers were moreover so little clear 
that it took the court in Banc six days to understand them, 
and they then came before the Appeal Court and took that 
court three days, and judgment had not yet been pronounced. 
No similar case had ever taken so long before him, and he 
could not but regard the delay and expense of such a trial as 
very serious. Neither the result nor the moda of trial 
could be considered satisfactory where so many questions 
had been asked, and where such a time had elapsed before 
a final decision was come to. Under the above circum- 
stances he did not think it would be ‘‘ convenient” to 
submit the matter a third time to a jury, and therefore he 
should refuse the application ; as, however, it was not an 
anreasonable one, the costs would be costs in the action. 








Obittuarp. 


MR. WILLIAM GOLDEN LUMLEY, Q.¢C. 


The late Mr. W. G. Lumley, Q.C., Counsel to the Local 
Government Board, was born in 1802, He was head of the 
law tripos at Cambridge in the year 1823, and in 1825 
became a fellow of Trinity Hall. He subsequently entered 
atthe Middle Temple and was a pupil of Mr. Blick, then an 
eminent special pleader. He was called to the bar in 1827 
and joined the Oxford Circuit. In 1832 he was appointed one 
of the first revising barristers under the Reform Act. In 
1834 he was professor of English law at University College, 
London, succeeding Mr. Amos, a philosophic lawyer of 
much repute, which position he held for four years. 
In 1835 he became a reporter on the staff of the Law 
Journal, a publication which was the first to set itself up 
against the monopoly of the authorized reporters. In 1839 
‘he was appointed assistant secretary to the Poor Law Com- 
missioners, who subsequently became the Poor Law Board. 

He held office under this title until 1872, when the 
functions of the Poor Law Board and the Local Govern- 
ment Act Office were merged in the Local Government 
Board, and he then became the counsel to that board. The 
deceased gentleman likewise became in 1840 counsel to 
‘the Committee of the Privy Council on Education, 
‘now the Education Department. Having ever since 
the very early days of the Poor Law Commission 
been intimately connected with the administration 
of the Poor Law, his knowledge of the subject was 
exceptional, and he was in consequence examined as a 
witness before parliamentary committees in all the impor- 
tant inquiries connected with the Poor Law. He was the 
author of a great number of legal works, chiefly, however, 
relating to the special departments of Poor and Sanitary 
Law. He published in 1832 a treatise on the law of 
ennuities, a branch of law then more prominent than it is 
now owing to legislative changes, and as lately as last year 





he published a work on the subject of bye-laws which 
was reviewed in the columns of this journal. In 1868 
he was made a Queen’s Counsel at the instance of those 
in authority at the Local Government Board, withont 
application on his part, as a mark of appreciation of his 
long and useful labours. The learned gentleman drew 
many statutes affecting important changes in the law, such, 
for instance, as those under which the Union Assessment 
Committees were established, and the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act. He was seized with pleurisy in the spring of last year, 
and though he recovered for a time and returned to his 
work, symptoms of failing health again set in last winter, 
and after much suffering he died on the 8th inst ant, at his 
residence in the Regent’s Park. 


a 


MR, FREDERICK GOULBURN, C.B. 


Mr. Frederick Goulburn, barrister, C.B., Chief Commis- 
sioner of Customs, died at his residence, 57, Ennismore- 
gardens, on the 8th inst., after a long and painful illness. 
Mr. Goulburn was the third son of the Right Hon. Henry 
Goulburn, M.P., of Betchworth Park, Surrey, who was for 
many years Chancellor of the Exchequer. He was born in 
1818, and was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as a junior optime and in the third 
class of the classical tripos in 1840. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1844, and about 
the same time he was appointed by his father to be one of 
the commissioners of her Majesty’s Customs. A few years 
later he became vice-chairman of the board, and in 1875 
he succeeded the present Lord Cottesloe as chairman. Mr. 
Goulburn was created a civil companion of the Order of the 
Bath in 1871 in consideration of his long public services. 
He enjoyed the confidence of several successive Chancellors 
of the Exchequer, by whom his advice was often sought in 
reference to the financial measures of the Government ; and 
he performed his onerous official duties with great tact and 
ability. Mr. Goulburn was married to a daughter of the 
late Lord Sondes, 





Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Jacos Dirk Barry, barrister, has received the hon- 
our of Knighthood. Sir J. Barry was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1858. He was 
appointed recorder of the High Court of Griqualand West 
in 1875, and he is a member of the Executive and Legisla- 
tive Councils of that colony. 

Mr. CaMiLue Ferix Desire CamiarD, jadge of county 
courts for Circuit No. 52, has been appointed a Deputy- 
lieutenant for Wiltshire. 

Mr. Taomas Wiiiiam Hansett, solicitor and notary 
public, of Norwich, has been appointed by the Venerable 
Archdeacon Nevill Registrar of the Archdeaconry of 
Norfolk, in the place of his late father, Henry Hansell, 
Esq., deceased. 

Mr. Bensamin Tuomas WILLIaMs, Q.C., who has been 
elected M.P. for the Carmarthen district in the Liberal 
interest, is the eldest son of the Rey. Thomas Williams, of 
Merryvale, Pembrokeshire. He was born in 1832, and isa 
graduate of the University of Glasgow. He was called to 
the bar at Gray’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1859, and he is a 
member of the South Wales and Chester Circuit. Mr. 
Williams become a Queen’s Counsel in 1875. He is a 
magistrate for Pembrokeshire, and he was appointed re- 
corder of the borough of Carmarthen in 1872. 








The select committee to whom the various Bills relating to 
county courts have been referred sat, says the Daily Tele- 
graph, on Wednesday, Sir Eardley Wilmot in the chair. 
Daring the whole of the day Mr. Serjeant Wheeler, judge of 
the Marylebone County Court, and formerly judge of the 
Liverpool County Court and of the Salford Court of Record, 
was under examination. His honour was of opinion that 
county courts should have exolusive jurisdiction up to £50, 
and a concurrent jurisdiction with that of the High Court of 
Justice in any sum not exceeding £200. He also gave 
evidence as to the large amount of business transacted in 
county courts, and the im t nature of the cases 
remitted to them from the High Court of Justice. 
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LAND REGISTRY. 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday evening, Mr. OsBorNnE 
Morean moved that a select committee be appointed to 
inquire and report whether any and what steps ought to be 
taken to simplify and secure the title to land, and to 
facilitate the transfer thereof. He said he did not know 
that he should have brought the subject forward at a time 
like the present, when it was so difficult to get the House to 
take an interest in a domestic question, however important, 
but for two or three recent cases which had led many 
practical men to believe that investments on landed 
securities, so far from being as people had formerly supposed 
the safest investments a man could make, were about the 
most dangerous things with which he could meddle. The 
first case to which he would refer was that of the notorious 
Dimsdale, who bad managed to raise £300,000 upon the 
security of property in which he had not a particle of 
interest. The second was that of an accountant named 
Downs, who in one sense was more honest than Dimsdaie, 
for he was actually the owner of the property which he 
tted to morgage. He bought land for £1,500, and 

ving doneso proceeded to mortgage it for £40,000 to twenty- 
five different sets of persons. His modus operandi was 
charmingly simple. He took a conveyance from the British 
Land Compauy, and having obtained a facsimile of the seal 
of the company, he proceeded to copy out the deed some 
twenty or thirty times over and to stamp each deed with 
the seal of the company, and then took it about to different 
persons who, in each case, were induced to lend him 
money in the belief that they had the first charge upon the 
property. ‘This went on for five years, and there was no 
reason why it should not have gone on for fifty years if the 
borrower had not, by reason of unfortunate speculations on 
the Stock Exchange, been unable to meet the current 
interest, and so the bubble burst, and these twenty or thirty 
persons, on being confronted with each other, found that 
they had got a security which was not worth the paper on 
which it was written. Now, the defence set up by Downs 
was a very remarkable one, 4nd one which he would com- 
mend to the attention of the Home Secretary. He pleaded 
that he was naturally an honest man, but that the law had 
made it so easy to borrow money upon other people’s 
property that he really could not resist the temptation. 
ow, it was obvious that the rudest system of legislation 
would have prevented such a fraud as this. And he was 
really tired of hearing it said that you could not prevent 
fraud by Act of Parliament, and that there inust always be 
a certain percentage of rascality in the world. His com- 
plaint egainst our system was not that it did aot prevent 
fraud—no law could do that—but that it acted as a direct 
ergo upon fraud ; indeed, it was nt too much to say 
t a man advancing money upon land in these days 
trosted rather to the respectability of the borrower and the 
character of thesolicitor than to theprotectionof thelaw. And 
yet the temptation to fraud was but a small part of the mischief 
of the presert system and the evils with which they bad 
to deal. Indeed, the insecurity of our system was only 
equalled by its clumsiness. It might be true that ninety- 
nine titles out of 100 were good, and that 999 owners of 
property out of 1,000 were honest men, but the worst of 
our system was that while we let the one rogue slip 
through our fingers, we insisted upon treating the 999 
honest men as if they were rogues. As a result of sixteen 
years’ experience asa conveyancer, he might go bebind 
She scenes and tell purchasers of property what took place 
when they bought an estate. The first thing was to ask 
for an abstract of title which, thongh only a summary of 
the deeds, might run to 200 brief sheets or more. Then 
the deeds, which were sometimes at a distance, had to be 
compared ard the facts verified. When this was done the 
abstract wes usually laid before the purchaser's counsel, 
who looked at it very much in the way in which a veteri- 
nary surgeon looks at a borse—that is to eay, with a view 
to pick as many holes in it as possible. Then followed a 
sort of fencing match between the solicitors of the vendor 
and purchaser, assisted by couneel on both sides, which 
might teke weeks, or even months; and if the parties 
were reasonsble, half the objections were waived and the 
other half anewered, the titie was accepted, the convey- 
auee (sometimes of ly great length) drawn, and 
the purchaser bed to bim 4 perfect mountain of 
perehment which he was told were his title deeds. 





And when all was done probably the only thing in the 
transactions which he ellie understood was the lawyer's 
dill which he had to pay at the end of it. Well, but now, 
suppose the purchaser wanted to sell part of the property or 
to borrow money upon it, exactly the same process had to 
be gone through over again. He could not do better than. 
describe it in the words of Sir Hugh Cairns: ‘* You buy an 
estate at an auction, or you enter into a contract for the 
purchase of the estate; you are very anxious to get posses. 
sion of the property you have bought, and the vendor ig 
very anxious to get his money. But do you get possession: 
of the property? On the contrary, you cannot get the 
estate, nor can the vendor get his money until after a lo 

lapse—sometimes no inconsiderable portion of a man’s life. 
time—spent in the preparation of abstract, in the comparison 
of deeds, in searches for incumbrances, in objections made 
to the title, in answers to those objections, in disputes which 
arise upon the answers, in endeavours to cure the defects, 


Not only months, but years, frequently pass in a history of 


that kind; and I should say that it is an nocommon thing 
in this country for a purchase of any magnitude to be com- 
pieted—completed by possession and payment of the price— 
in a period under, at all events, twelve months.” These 
observations were made nineteen years ago, but they were 
substantially true now. No wonder that under these cir. 
cumstances our lawyers had been endeavouring to establish 
that system of registration which existed in every country 
but our own; in fact, for the last quarter of a century a 
perfect system of land registry had been a sort of 
philosopher's stone which our legal alchemists had been 
trying and trying in vain to discover. [The learned: 
gentleman then gave a short history of these attempts, 
and continued :—] A Greek philosopher had once said 
that “the knowledge of our ignorance was 

beginning of wisdom”; and in the same way possibly an. 
acknowledgment of our failures might turn out to be the 
first step towards success. He had pointed out that the 
commission of 1857 had recommended the registration of 
titles in preference to that of deeds. With what success the 
House was now aware. In consequence, however, of the 
failure of these recommendations there had heen lately a 
strong re-action in favour of the registration of deeds, It had 
been pointed out thata registration of titles, if it pre-supposed 
anything like a judicial investigation, could never be carried 
out by one office however large, for in this country titles were- 
counted by millions and dealings with property by hundreds 
of thousands; and to demand of an office in London 
that it should investigate, and so to speak, report upon all 
these titles would be like asking the officials of the General 
Post Office to read and examine all the letters that they 
sorted. On the other hand it was proved by the experience 
of two of the most important counties in England, namely, 
Middlesex and Yorkshire, that a local registration of deeds 
was perfectly possible. It had been pointed out to him 
also by some of his Irish friends that in Ireland the two 
systems had been tried side by side, and that the registra- 
tion of titles had proved a complete failure, and the regis- 
tration of deeds a complete success. Now, he had made it 
his basiness to inquire into the opinions entertained by the 
profession and the public as to the working of the Middle-- 
sex and Yorkshire registries, and he was bound to say that 
he met with a singular divergence of opinion. On the one: 
hand it was said by his honourable friend, the member for 
Maidstone (Sir Sydney H. Waterlow), aad others who had 
waited upon the Home Secretary the other day, that alb 
that was wanted to prevent frauds like those of Dimsdale 
and Downs, was the extension of the Middlesex system to 
the whole country, and they pointed out, with some show 
of reason, that none of these frauds bad been attempted in 
the “register” counties. On the other hand he was in-- 
formed by many solicitors that, while the registration of 
deeds added enormously to the responsibility of solicitors,. 
it had increased rather than lessened the expense of 
conveyancing, and that the Middlesex Registry. 
in particular was the déle noire of solicitors, who 
frequently protected themselves by special contract 
with their cliente against liability arising from it, Tos 
great extent he believed that ite unpopularity was caused 


by the confused state of the index, which referred to. 


names and not to property, and which made an examina- 
nation for the deeds relating to any particular 

much like looking for a needle ina bundle of hay. 
fw sry the whole machinery of the registry was of the 
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most primitive description, and it was scarcely to be 
wondered at considering the fact that it was established 
gome 170 years ago. No doubt all this might. be 
greatly improved, and, upon the whole, he had come to 


the conclusion that the question whether a registration 


of deeds was preferable to a registration of titles depended 
upon what you wanted. If you wanted security and pro- 
tection against fraud, then no doubt registration of deeds 
would give you that protection, except, of course, in the 
case of personation; if, on the other band, you wanted 
simplicity and economy, he was afraid it would not be so. 
He could understand, indeed, a system of deed registra- 
tion such as that which prevailed in America being both 
simple and cheap ; but then, for that purpose, you ought 
only to admit upon the register simple transfers of 
property, and make those transfers as short as possible, 
Titles in England were more complicated, and solicitors 
in England were paid in proportion to the length of their 
deeds, and he had often been told that if lawyers were 
compelled to draw short deeds their charges would not 
repay a tithe of their labours, But the system was, never- 
theless, a vicious one. It was like going to a doctor and 
offering to pay him in proportion to the length of time he 
could keep you ill. Now, why should not an ad valorem 
scale of payment be adopted? It had been adopted with 
marvellously good results by some of the land companies. 
Why should not solicitors be paid, to a certain extent at 
least, in the same way as stockbrokers. They were in fact 
land brokers. That brought him to a question which he 
had often heard asked, why should not land be transferred 
in exactly the same way as stock? He had often been told 
that £1,000 of stock might be transferred in a few minutes 
at the expense of a little more than £1, while a few acres of 
land might take months and cost hundreds of pounds to 
convey. Well, now, there were two reasons arising from 
the nature of the subject-matter which made it impossible 
to assimilate the transfer of land and stock. In the first 
place stock was a debt, and when a man took a transfer of 
it he got a contract from the debtor, that is the Bank of 
England, securing him the amount transferred. In the next 
place stock was an abstract thing, land was a concrete 
thing. Any £1 worth of stock was as good as another, but 
one acre of land was by no means the same as another. If 
he instructed his broker to buy him £100 of consols 
he could feel perfectly sure that he had got the thing 
which he wished to buy, but he could not feel the same 
certainty if he instructed his solicitcr to bid for Blackacre 
or Whiteacre. It was a difficulty of identifying land 
which caused nine-tenths of the difficulties with which 
they had to grapple. Now, there was one way, and one 
way only in which you could remove that difficulty, and 
that was by having a perfect map. Fortunately we had 
such ® map in the cadastral survey which had lately been 
made over a great partof England. Not.long ago he put 
@ question to the First Commissioner of Works on the 
subject, and he was rejoiced to hear that as regards thirty 
of the counties of England that survey had been com- 
pleted, but to his disappointment he aleo heard that it 
would still take eighteen years to complete it. He was 
sure that you could never have a perfect system of land 
registration without such a map. The map was tothe 
registry what the compass was to tae ship. His proposal 
would be that there should be kept in the office of every 
clerk of the peace for each county, or some other official, 
@ map of the whole of the property in the district, which 
would thus become a sortof pictorial representation of all 
the land in thekingdom. In that case he did not see why 
land should not be as easy of identification as aship. It 
was said thatthe aspect and character of the property 
changed from day to day. His own experience as a convey- 
ancer led him:to believe that, except in the neighbourhood 
of large towns, the changes in the character of property 
were by no means go great as was commonly supposed ; 

in any case, would there be any great hardship in 
compelling a man who threw two fields into one, or who 
built a house upon his property, to have that fact recorded 
upon the map; or, if that was thought inexpedient, might 
not the official in charge of the map be required to investi- 
gate and record the change ? Bat then it was said that land 
— be settled and tied up. Now, that was a layman's 

. The fact was that stock could be and was settled 


ever as stri 
that the Bank of, 


ntly as land, the only difference bein 
ogland did not recognize the trust, an 





treated the trustee as the person entitled to transfer; nor 
did it follow that because an estate was entailed it was 
therefore unsaleable. Why, nine-tenths, or more, of the 
settled lands in England were vested in trustees who had 
the right to sell it,.usually with the consent of the tenant 
for life, if of full age, or, if there was no such tenant for 
life, at their own discretion. Now, his proposal was that 
every acre of land in England should be vested in some 
person who had the right to sell it, not necessarily the 
beneficial owner, but, as in the case of stock, the fiduciary 
owner, or, as the case might be, the mortgagee. Starting 
with this, he would wish to see nothing recorded upon the 
register but this right of sale or transfer, the right to which 
might be asserted by a short affidavit of the .claimant 
proving the exercise of rights of ownership for a limited 
period, or the last instrument of transfer or devolution as the 
case might be, the equitable owners being left to protect 
themselves by something in the shape of a distringas or caveat. 
If this plan were once adopted, it would be a matter of 
comparative indifference whether you adopted the plan of 
registering deeds or the plan of registering titles, because, 
as in the Taited States of America, to which he had already 
referred, the deed would really constitute the title. Now, 
he had made this proposal with some trepidation because 
he was afraid that hon. gentlemen opposite would regard it 
as radical and revolutionary, Lut as a matter of fact it 
had been recommended by Mr. Spencer Follett, a Con- 
servative lawyer, the head of the land registry office. 
[The hon. and learned gentleman read extracts from 
evidence of Mr. Follett and Mr. W. Ford before the Royal 
Commission.] These were his own views, but he did not 
wish to prejudge the question in any way, nor did he desire 
to express any final opinion upon the comparative advant- 
ages of deed and title registration. In fact, he had not come 
down to the House with any cut and dried projects. But 
it had occurred to him, and it had occurred to others, that 
if this matter, instead of being relegated to a Royal Com- 
mission of distinguished judges and conveyancers, were 
referred to a select committee of that House, composed 
not only of lawyers, but of landed proprietors and 
business men, men who knew what they wanted, and 
only required to be told how to do it, they might 
arrive at something like a satisfactory settlement. He 
knew, of course, the epithet which was in store for those 
who rushed in “ where angels feared to tread,” and it might 
be thought the height of presumption that a private 
member of the house should attempt the task which three 
of our most distinguished Lord Chancellors had attempted 
and failed to accomplish. Still the evil was so crying, the 
benefits to be obtained so incalculable, that he thought the 
experiment was worth trying. He had heard, indeed, within 
the last two or three days that there was some chance of the 
Government taking the matter up. In that cause he should, 
of course, be only too glad to stand aside and let them try 
their hand again, for the subject was obviously one more 
proper to be dealt with by the Government than by a private 
member. At the same time, he mast warn his honourable 
and learned friend the Attorney-General that, if he pro- 
ceeded upon the lines of past legislation, he would be only 
adding another to that long and dreary list of failures which 
he had already enumerated. The honourable and learned 
member concluded by moving the resolution. 

Mr. GreGory, in seconding the resolution, observed that it 
was 8 fallacy to suppose that the members of his profession 
were opposed to a plan like that proposed by his hon. and 
learned friend. Solicitors were, in fact, the guarantors of 
title. A solicitor who made an abstract of title deeds 
was bound to supply the purchaser with a full disclosure 
of the title. If he did not he might be struck off the 
rolls. And if the solicitor of the purchaser failed to point 
out any defect in the title he became personally respousi- 
ble, Although he did not agree with the whole of the 
scheme propounded by his hon. friend, yet he thought the 
time was come for the investigation of the subject before a 
committee of the House. If we had registration of deeds, 
we must give local facilities for carrying it ou’. We bad 
district registries for the grant of probate of wills, and 
there was no difference between a registration of deeds aad 
& registration of the probate of a will. 

After Mr, Rarasons and Sir W. Barrranor had epokea, 


Sir H. Jackson said he hoped the Government would 
grant a committee to consider this matter, as that would 
be the best means of throwing fresh light upon it. The 
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measure introduced by Lord Cairns had proved a signal 
failure, as he and his honourable friend the member for 
Snssex had predicted during its passage through that 
House. Lawyers felt it was of pressing importance that 
the difficulties relating to the transfer of land should be 
semoved, Solicitors were in this position: if a title 
proved bad, they were in the gravest peril of being 
personally responsible for the consequences; and it 
was this liability which rendered them so pedantic 
in investigating titles. If that liability were removed, 
the hearty concurrence of the solicitors would be secured. 
Every lawyer had his own nostrum for the cure of 

is disease, He rejoiced to find that recently there 
had been a great advance of public opinion in favour 
of a cadasiral map, as being a first necessity, without 
which no really advantageous step could be taken. 
In his judgment, the Government would not cure the 
evil by establishing additional registration of deeds, for 
experience showed that in Middlesex, where a registry 
existed, solicitors would not undertake to make an adequate 
search so as to guarantee their clients against deeds which 
might be registered. What was really wanted was a 
registration of titles; and its first condition was that the 
register should refer, not to deeds and names, but to the 
land in regard to which a title was being sought. First 
of all there must be a cadastral map, on the face of which 
every plot of land should be so identified by a number 
that an intending purchaser, by referring to the same 
number in the register, might ascertain the ownership of 
the land in question. 

Mr. Marten remarked that the great interest excited by 
the Dimsdale frauds was in itself sufficient reason for 
asking for a committee. In order to show that the House 
was alive to this view of the case, he would suggest that 
the motion should state, among other reasons for appoint- 
ing a committee, the necessity of preventing frauds on 
purchasers or mortgagees. A measure for the compulsory 
registration of titles would, he believed, give rise to great 
inconvenience, especially in small transactions. If com- 
pulsion was to be adopted at all, he believed the House 
would not extend it beyond the registration of deeds. As 
for the cadastral map which found favour in the eyes of 
the honourable baronet the member for West Sussex (Sir 
W. Barttelot), how long would it be of service? It would 
be obsolete in a year. 

The ATTorsEY-GENERAL said that the subject naturally 
divided itself into two branches:—First, the registration of 
deeds; and, secondly, the registration of titles. He fancied 
the debate had been brought about to a considerable extent 
by reason of the alarm which had been raised in the minds of 
many persons by the enormous frauds which had recently 
been perpetrated; and it was supposed out of doors that a 
registration of deeds, such as existed in Middlesex and York- 
shire, would cure the evil and prevent the perpetration of 
such frauds in feture. No doubt, if there had | been a regis- 
tration of deeds in the districts where Dimsdale and his con- 
federates bad been so active in the perpetration of their 
frauds they would not have been so successful. But it was 

very difficult to legislate to check the perpetration of fraud 
where people resorted to forgery in order to make it effec- 
tual. But those who asked for a registration of deeds 
to be established over the whole country, must remember 
that what they were asking for was a compulsory 
registration of deeds ; for unless it was compulsory it would 
be quite idle. If they had s compulsory registration of 
deeds, would the benefite outweigh the evils that would 
flow from it ? He did not give any positive opinion on that 
point, but the matter had been investigated by a Royal 
Commiesion, on which there were members of the greatest 
experience, and they had come to the conclusion that a 
compulsory registration of deeds was not desirable, and 
that instead of being a benefit it would be a detriment to 
the community. It was much more im t to consider 
whether they could not have a good registration of titles. 
He had no doubt that s good system of registration of 
titles, even taking the law aa it stood, would to a very 
contiderable extent facilitate and cheapen the transfer 
of property, and be, on the whole, beneficial to law- 
yers; but how were they t bring about this _. 
tem? There had been « great many attempts to bring 
it shout jscion after commission, committeo after 
Committee, Vill after Bill, Act after Act had been passed ; 





yet these statutes had all been ineffectual. How could they 
make them effectual? Only by making the registration of 
titles compulsory. This would be excessively vexatious and 
annoying; would the benefit be worth the sacrifice? Of 
this he was quite certain—there would be = opposition 
in the country to any proposal of that sort. If a compulsory 
registration of titles was established, every man who had any 
defect in his title would be compelled to disclose it—he 
could not raise money on his property without telling the 
whole world that his title was defective; and such a 
posal would be resisted to the last extremity. But if it was 
necessary for the benefit of the community that such a 
measure should be introduced, the public interest no doubt 
must prevail ; but he was not prepared to say that the time 
had arrived for that yet. Seeing that the feeling of the House 
was that a committee should be appointed, he would agree 
to the motion. 

Mr..O. Moraan, in reply, said he was willing to add to 
his motion the words suggested by the hon. member for 
Cambridge—viz., ‘‘and also to prevent frauds on purchasers 
and mortgagees of land.” 

The motion thus amended was agreed to. 





Suacieties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The usual weekly meeting of this society was held at the 
Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening last, 
the 14th inst., Mr.S. Garrett in the chair. The question 
appointed for the evening’s debate was :—‘*Has Russia 
acted in good faith since the commencement of the war?” 
Mr. Lloyd Jones opened the discussion in the negative, and 
was followed by Mr. F. Cave, B.A., on the.same side. Mr. 
&. J. Crosse, B.A., maintained the affirmative. The question 
was discussed at some length, and the pretensions of Russia 
were not without supporters. After the reply of the opener, 
the question, on being put to the meeting, was decided in 
the negative by a large majority of votes. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Monday, the 13th 
inst., at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, to discuss the 
following moot point :—“ A., being about to make an advance 
to B. upon the security of his life interest in certain trust 
funds, inquires of the trustee whether he has received notice 
of any prior incumbrance. The trustee answers verbally 
(contrary to the truth), that he has no notice of any incum- 
brances, and A., relying implicitly upon such answer, 
makes the advance accordingly. Can A. recover against 
the trustee for the false representation ?’’ Mr. E. H. Quicke 
presided. The debate was opened by Mr. W. H. H. Kelke, 
who argued maioly upon the lines of Lyde v. Barnard (1 M. 
& W. 101), that the verba] answer of the trustee was not a 
representation as to credit, ability, &c., within the meaning 
of Lord Tenterden’s Act. Mr. Shirley Shirley, B.A., main- 
tained the negative view; and Mr, Ward urged that 
the answer of the trustee did not constitute an actionable 
representation: Messrs. Hazard, Gatey, and Stevens also 
took part in the debate. Mr. Kelke having replied, the 
chairman put the question to the meeting, and the votes 
being equal gave his casting vote in favour of the negative. 

The ordinary weekly meeting of the society was held at 
Clement’s Ion Hall, Strand, on Weary the 15th inst., 
Mr. W. C. Owen in the chair. Mr. VY. K, Dhairyavan 
opened the subject for the vig ony che debate, viz, :—“ That the 
course recently adopted by the Indian Government with re- 
ference to the native press is despotic and unwarrantable.”’ 
He was supported by Messrs. Spokes, LL.B., Rudd, and 
Rubinstein. Messrs, Dowson and Hadley opposed the motion, 
and Mr. Dhairyavan replied to their arguments. 
chairman concisely summed up, and put the question to 
the meeting ; and on @ division being taken, it was decided 
in the negative by his casting vote, 
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BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 
The 626th meeting of this society was held on Tuesday 


ing, May 14, in the library of the Birmingham Incor- 
sorated Law Society, Bennett’s-hill, W. Johnson, Esq., in 


the chair. Questions from Williams on Real Property were 
discussed for half an hour, when a debate took place on the 
following point :—“ A. has been convicted of felony and 
sentenced to twelve months’ hard labour. Some few years 
after the termination of the sentence B. publicly and in 
writing calls him “a convicted felon.” Does an action lie 
inst B. for libel #” The principal case referred to was 
an v. Latimer (L. R. 3 Ex. D. 15, on appeal 26 W. R. 
305). Mr. Hargreave opened the debate in the affirmative, 
and was followed by Messrs. Bayley, Hooper, and Plant. 
Mr. Robinson opposed in the negative, and was supported 
by Messrs. Samuel and Adams. The voting was in favour 
of the affirmative by a large majority. A vote of thanks to 
the chairman concluded the meeting. 








A REGISTER OF DEEDS. 


On Friday, May 10, a deputation from the Building So- 
cieties’ Protection Association waited upon the Home 
Secretary in connection with a memorial to him, in which 
they set forth that in counties where there is no registration 
of deeds extensive frauds, such as the Roupell forgeries, 
and more recently the Dimsdale and Downs frauds, have 
caused very serious losses to a large number of private 
individuals as mortgagees, and also to a few building 
societies, which, in most cases, would not have occurred in 
either of the counties in which deeds are registered. Im- 
rtant ere y had been made against the Middlesex 
Siettry, ut it had prevented any organized system of 
fi and fraud in respect of property within that county. 
The object sought to be attained was a registration of 
all dealings with land and houses throughout England, as 
is now done in Middlesex and Yorkshire, but with such 
improvements on the systems adopted in those counties as 
may be considered desirable, and without in any way deal- 
ing with the registration of titles. The establishment of 
offices for registration in each county, or, in large districts, 
in two or three places in each county, should not lead to 
any considerable outlay from the national oxchequer, as 
they would be self-supporting; but it was of great import- 
ance that the charges on small transactions especially 
should be very moderate, and it was suggested that the 
fees should be almost nominal when the consideration 
‘does not exceed £300, and beyond that amount there 
should be a graduated scale. It was submitted to be of 
great importance that the question should be dealt with 
as early as was consistent with due inquiry as to the 
best means to be adopted to establish registries where, 
not only the names of persons, but also the descriptions of 
property, may be recorded. 
derman Sir 8S. Waterlow introduced the deputation, 
comprising a number of gentlemen representing building 
societies in London, and some professional gentlemen. He 
referred to two cases, in one of which the same property 
was dealt with twenty-nine times, and in the other 
twenty times. He wished to ask whether the Govern- 
ment would establish a transfer register of properties. 
Notwithstanding the changes introduced by Lord West- 
dury and Lord Cairns, the efforts made had hitherto 
Proved practically unsuccessful. Tho measure should be 
compulsory, The Middlesex registry afforded a certain 
amount of protection, but a new and better system might 
be devised, and they might turn their attention to a sys- 
tem in use in the West Riding of Yorkshire. They did 
not for a moment suggest that the register should be a 
‘burden on the public funds. ‘They would ask that no fees 
should bo charged in small casos, so that the transfer of 
small en might be rendored as easy as possible. 
Mr. Wheelhouse, M.P., supported the memorial, He was 
glad to hear that the West Riding system was thought so 
The original register was detective, but about a 
quarter of a century ago a very complete register of all the 
cases brought to the office was made, He was very much 
afraid that if they had anything permissive loopholes would 
be left for the perpetration of frend. They wanted every 
transaction, however small, put upon tho face of the regis- 
ter, Supposing what they usked for was conceded, they 





desired that legislation should take place at the earliest 
wet cep * 

The Home Secretary.—Is your registry self-supporting ? 

Mr. Wheelhouse—-Sach more than pe Ayman? se ‘ 

The Home Secretary.— Under whose control is it ? 

Mr. Learoyd.—The registrar is elected by the freeholders. 

Mr. Higham, in supporting the prayer of the memorial, 
remarked that this was a question which icularly 
affected mortgagees. He had been in communication with 
Mr. Osborne Morgan, who had placed a notice for en early 
day upon the paper to call attention to the question of land 
registration, and to the working of the Acts of Parliament 
regulating the same, and to move for a select committee to 
inquire and report whether any and what steps were to be 
taken in the matter. What they wanted was simply a re- 
gistration of transactions ; and they urged that an assur- 
ance should be given them that the subject should be taken 
up. They wanted the public to know that the question 
would be dealt with at an early date. 

Mr. Learoyd said: As to the question whether the power 
should be permissive or compulsory, he might say that he 
had acted as chairman of the committee of investigation in 
connection with the Dimsdale transactions, and, though a 
register would not have been an absolute protection, yet not 
one of the frauds was with respect to property situated in 
Middlesex. The register might be made self-supporting. 

Mr. Bosanquet thought the questions of transfer and title 
should be kept separate, All practical men would agree that 
@ permissive plan would be of no use whatever. The object 
was to protect people against fraud. Nothing short of com- 
pulsory legislation would meet the case. If noc! were 
made the Home Secretary himself might become one day the 
victim of fraud. 

The Home Secretary—W hat does this deputation represent? 

Sir S. Waterlow—Many of them represent building 
societies, and there are also some solicitors.: 

The Home Secretary—In the West Riding is the system 
compulsory ? 

Mr. Learoyd—There are not many transactions in Yorke 
shire which are not registered. 

Mr. Cross—All I can say is I am very glad to see you 
here to-day. The attention of the Government has been 
drawn to the question owing to the frauds which have taken 
place. The law officers of the Crown have been in consulta- 
tion with myself, and also with the Lord Chancellor, in the 
matter, and probably on Tuesday my learned friend will be 
able to state what are the views of the Government upon the 
subject. Probably until then I had better abstain from say- 
ing anything more. 

The deputation then retired. 





— 





THE MIDDLESEX REGISTRY. 


“*A Crry Souicrror” writing to the Times on this subject 
says:—I observe that several gentlemen who waited upon 
the Home Secretary yesterday upon the subject of compulsory 
registration expressed an opinion that the system of regis- 
tration of deeds in “ Middlesex "’ was nota perfect one. Ido 
not propose to discuss the question of compulsory registration 
throughout England, but having had considerable experience 
in business necessitating registration of deeds and searches 
in the Middlesex Registry, I entirely agree with that opinion, 
and | trust that measures will before long be taken to remedy 
the state of matters and enable persons s ing the reais- 
try todo so with certainty and in much less time than 
searches can now be made. 

As solicitor for the purchase of a leasehold house, erected 
within the last ten years, I recently had occasion to make a 
search of the registry for a period of seven years for incum- 
brances against the builder of the house and his mortgages, 
and I have no hesitation in saying that sach a search 
(which occupied myself and an assistant clerk the greater 
part of two days during the hours the —— was open) 
could, with a slight addition to the particulars given in the 
index, be made in one-third of the time now required for 
the purpose, The index, where practicable, should con- 
tain, in addition to the parish, a column showing the street 
or place where the property is situated, and also the num- 
bers of the houses, if given in the instrament registered. 
A further saving of the searcher’s time could be effected, 
and the search could be made with more certainty, if exist. 
ing arrears wore cleared up and some other alterations mada 
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in the procedure adopted in the registry. The day-book, of 
which only one copy is kept, and which is frequently re- 
quired at thesame moment of time by three or four anxious 
and irritated searchers and the deputy-registrar, is often un- 
indexed or unposted for a week or ten days. Very few of 
the many thousands of original memorials lodged in the 
registry during the last two years have been copied into the 
registry books, and but a small number of the copies of the 
oer lodged with the memorials have been affixed to the 
ks for the last three years. 

The seeking from the assistants in attendance and going 
through the bundles of the originals of the memorials in 
request of those sought, and the calling for and having the 
original copies of the plans looked up, if inspection of plans 
is required on search, causes a great and serious waste of the 
searcher’s time. 

The system of closing the office during holiday times for 
three or four days or a week is also a serious evil, as im- 
portant transactions relating to the sale or disposal of land 
are frequently delayed in completion by reason of the office 
being so elosed, and none of the clerks in attendance in the 
search department. 

The work of the registry has of late years much increased, 
and, except in the mere writing and copying department, no 
addition to the staff, although much needed, has been made, 
while the receipts have increased largely in amount. As to 
the conduct and merits of the industrious deputy-registrar 
and working officials, 1 am sure that those members of the 
legal profession who attend at the registry have but one 
opinion, and that a most favourable one; but these gentle- 
men are not in number equal to the proper performance of 
the work, which is still increasing, to say nothing of the 
alterations urgently needed in the system, and grappling 
with the arrears exis!ing at the present time. 

In conclusion, it has occurred to me whether original 
deeds and instruments left for the purpose of registration 
are deposited, when not in use, in a fire-proof room. It 
would seem that the original memorials filed during the 
last few years are not so deposited. Is it too much to ask 
that the matters I have referred to should receive the 
prompt attention of the registrar (whose fees, I believe, 
yield a large net sum yearly), and, that failing, that the 
Government and law officers should intervene without 
further delay ? 





Leqislation of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MAY 13.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Rattwar Rervgys (Conrinvovs Braxes). 


MAY 14.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Bisuorrics. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
MAY 9.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Parvate Briis.—Cardiff (River Side) Road and Bridge, 
East Retford Borough, Great Western and South Devon 
Railway Companies, Kingston-unpon-Hall Docks, Manches- 
ter South Junction and Altrincham Railway, Stoke-npon- 
Trent Corporation Gas, and Yarmouth and North Norfolk 
(Light) Raiiway. 
BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Pusuic Heatran Act (1875) Amenpmenr. 


BILL READ A FIKST TIME. 

Bill to assimilate the law of Eogland, Scotland, and 
Ireland with regard to the marking of ballot papers. (Sir 
C. Dilke.) 

MAY 13.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

PatvaTe Bitis.—Birmingham Closed Burial Grounds, 


joo and North-Western Railway (Railwaysand Widen- 
: Customs amp Intanp Revenvez. 


MAY 14.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bill to establieh criminal code. (The Attorney- 
General.) 








BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE, 
DenraL PRacririoners. 
BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Hicuways (Sovrn Watzs). 
MAY 15.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Pusiic Heaurs Acr (1875) Amzenpment, 


—" 





High Cowt of Hustice, 


QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Before Manisty, J., and a Common Jury.) 
May 10.—Righton and another v. Treherne and another, 


This was an action brought to recover damages agai 
a firm of solicitors (Messrs, Treheree & Wolfaston) for 
alleged negligence. 

Willis, Q.C., and Glyn appeared for the plaintiffs; TZaj-. 
fourd Salter and Lyon for the defendants. 

It appeared that in December, 1872, a Mr. Laxton, now 
deceased, of whose estate the plaintiffs are executors, lent 
£4,000 to Mr. Treherne upon the security of certain deeds 
of a leasehold estate, called the Shalimer estate, near 
Acton. It appeared that the deeds which had been assigned 
to Mr. Treherne showed that, before the plaintiffs’ advance 
was made, the leasehold property had been already twice 
mortgaged, and that nearly £10,000 had been advanced upon 
it, and that, in fact, the security was almost valueless. 
Mr. Patnam, a friend of the deceased, was called, and 
proved that Mr. Treherne, since deceased, was the only 
member of the firm who arranged the advance with the 
deceased Mr. Laxton, and that Mr. Treherne, upon the 
deceased Mr. Laxton stating that he was about to leave 
money to St. Thomas’s Hospital, offered Mr. Laxton 
the deeds in question as a good investment, and described 
the property, which he showed to Mr. Laxton as freehold 
property, and made no mention of the mortgages. It was 
not attempted to show that the defendant Mr. Wolfaston 
had any knowledge of the alleged fraud by his partner on 
Mr. Laxton, but a notice sent in the name of the firm toa 
former ineumbrancer, and a letter written by Mr. Wolfaston 
to the plaintiff, as executor of the deceased, with reference 
to the estate, were relied upon by the plaintiff as showing 
that the negotiations with reference to the loan were con- 
ducted with Mr. Treherne as a member of the firm, and 
that, therefore, the defendant was liable on the principle 
that each partner was liable for the negligence of his 
fellow-partner as to matters within the scope of his employ- 
ment. 

For the defendants it was urged, among other legal 
objections, that, if anything, the cause of action was in 
respect of the fraud‘of the purtner ; and that, therefore, the 
plaintiff was not entitled to recover on the ground of negli- 
gence ; and that if there was fraud, inasmuch as the fraud 
was in respect of a private loan to the partner and nota 
partners!ip matter, the defendant was not liable. 

The learned judge left the question of fact to the jury 
whether the deceased, Mr. Laxton, consulted Mr. Treherne 
in bis capacity of solicitor as a member of the firm, or a8 & 
private friend. 

The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff for £4,500. 
Judgment was entered. 

On Saturday in the Excheqner Division, before the Lord: 
Chief Baron and Mr. Baron Huddleston, 

Valfourd Salter, Q.C. (with whom was Lyon), moved for 
a new trial, on the ground that the verdict was against 
ry of evidence, and that there was no evidence to go to 
the jury. 

‘After a long discussion their lordships granted a rule om 
the first point, and said they would consult the learned 
judge on the second point—viz., whether the verdict was 
against the weight of evidence.— Times. 
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egal News. 


Members of the bar have recently expressed their deep re- 
gret at the retirement of the Right Hon. Russell Gurney, 
M.P., from his judicial office of Recorder of the City of 
London by presenting him with an address, contained in a 
splendid album, in which they say:—‘For more than a 
quarter of a century you have presided over courts in which 
we have practised. We sincerely feel that your departure 
from them will be a severe loss to the public service and to 
us personally, To the performance of your judicial duties you 
ever brought great discrimination, high legal knowledge, and 
a firm and impartial judgment. Without favour to suitors 
or advocates, you have striven but for one object—the doing 
of justice—and we have always known that from you truth 
and honour would ever receive protection and encourage- 
ment, while falsehood and fraud would never escape the 
utmost reprobation. We trust that the effect of your ex- 
ample will not pass away with your departure from the 
bench, and that the tone given by you to the administration 
of justice by your discharge of the duties of your office will 
long exercise an influence for good in the courts you are now 
leaving. Towards ourselves we have to acknowledge a courtesy 
so unvaried, a forbearance so patient, and a consideration so 
great, that our respect for you as a judge is mingled with 
the strongest feeling of personal friendship and regard. 
Earnest and sincere are our hopes that you will long be spared 
to give the assistance of your experience and ability to the 
deliberations of Parliament, and to enjoy in your private life 
the repose you have so well and honourably earned.” The 
address was signed by the Solicitor-General, Mr. Serjeant 
Ballantine, Mr. Serjeant Parry, Sir Henry James, and all the 
leading members of the bar, who formerly practised in the city 
courts, and by all who are now practising there. The signa- 
tures amounted to over 100, The late recorder, in reply, 
said, “If I could believe that I have to anything like the 
extent conveyed in the address succeeded in carrying out the 
objects I have had in view, I should indeed know that my 
life has not been useless. Doubtless my efforts would have 
been wholly fruitless if I had not, throughout my career, re- 
ceived the cordial, and I may say the affectionate support of 
the bar, who have ever assisted in upholding the power and 
dignity of the courts in which they have practised, and from 
no member of which bar can I remember that I have ever 
received an unkind or uncourteous expression. I wish that 
I could convey to each gentleman who has signed the address 
my deep gratitude for the kindness which has been shown 
and the honour which has been conferred upon me.”’ 





daw Students’ Sournal. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were on Wednesday called 
to the bar :— 

Innzr TEMPLE.—Rowland Ponsonby Blennerhassett, Esq., 
M.P., Oxford; John Richards Kelly, Esq., B.A., Cam- 
bridge; Dalzell Tanzia Savary, Esq., M.A., Cambridge ; 
Perey John Hibbert, Esq., B.A, Cambridge; Charles 
Edward Ellis, Ksq., B.A., Cambridge ; Jonathan Formby, 
Esq; Richard Basil Huth, Esq., Evelyn William Rashleigh, 
Esq., B.A., Oxford; Sydney Lovell Phipson, Esq., B.A., 
Cambridge; Oswell Sullivan mga, Esq., M.A., Oxford ; 
John Greenwood Shipman, Esq., B.A., Oxford (Ions of 
Court Civil Law Studeut, 1877; Inner Temple Pupil 
Scholar in Common Law, 1878; and Oxford Vinerian Law 
Scholar, 1878); Arthur Montague Bernard, Esy., B.A., 
Oxford; Richard William Shepstone Giddy, Esq. B.A., 
Cambridge ; Charles Josiah Etherington, Esq., B.A., Cam- 
bridge ; and Hugh Montgomerie Hamilton, Bag, 

M DLE (rag Ming or Burnel Blacker King, Hsq., 

-A., Trinity College, Dublin; Ross Scott, Esq. M.A., 
aes College, Belfast; George Vere Benson, Esq., 

waning College, Cambrid M.A.; Walker Derham, 
Eaq,, ward ae Yee bridge, ih — Turner, 

” inity '» mbridge, B.A.; Joel Langley, 
Ea; West! Radi Reere, Esq., University of London ; 

Bvrosjee ee Motabhoy, Esq.; Joaquim P. 

Joaquim, Eag. 


Lincony’s Inw.—Edward Dawson Preston Tewart, Eaq., 





M.A., Oxford ; James Head Staples, Esq. ; James Trus- 
tram, Esy., LL.B., Cambridge ; Thomas Snow, Esq., B.A, 
Oxford ; Herbert Woodfield Paul, Esq., B.A., Oxford ; 
Henry Clerke Brown, Esq., B.A., Oxford; John George 
Butcher, Esq., M.A., Cambridge, Fellow of Trinity Col- 
lege; Charles Reginald Hoffmeister, Esq. B.A., Cam- 
bridge ; Matthew George Farrer, Esq., University of Oxford ;. 
William John Sparrow, Esq., B.A. and LL.B., London ” 
and John Darke Stanton, ., B.A., Oxford. 

Gray’s Inn.—William mund Ball, Esq., LL.B.; 
William Foot Husband, Esq., LL.B. 








Caourt Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
TRANSFER.—ORDER OF COURT. 
Cuancery Drvision. 


Tharsday, the 9th day of May, 1878. 

Wuereas from the present state of the business before the 
Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins, Sir James Bacon, and 
Sir Charles Hall, respectively, it is expedient that a portion 
of the causes and actions set down to be heard or tried before 
the Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins and Sir Charles 
Hall should be transferred to the book of causes and actions 
for hearing or trial before the Vice-Chancellor Sir James 
Bacon: Now I, the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont, 
Baron Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do 
hereby order that the several causes and actions set forth in 
the first and second parts of the schedule hereunto subjoined 
be accordingly transferred from the book of causes and actions 
standing for hearing or trial before the Vice-Chanceliors Sir 
Richard Malins and Sir Charles Hall, to the book of causes 
and actions for hearing or trial before the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir James Bacon. And Ido further order that all causes 
and actions so to be transferred shall hereafter be considered 
and taken as causes or actions assigned to the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir James Bacon; provided, nevertheless, that no order 
made by the Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins and Sir 
Charles Hall respectively, or their predecessors in any such 
causes or actions, shall be varied or reversed otherwise than 
by the Court of Appeal. And this order is to be drawn up 
by the registrar, and set up in the several offices of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 


ScHEDULE. 
Part On:. 

From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins’ cause book. 

Reed v Madeira & Mamore Railway Company Act & m 
judgt 1877 R 24 

Kusel v Watson Mjudgt 1877 K 48 

Austen v Hal! Act 1877 A 102 

Fraser v Smith Act 1877 F 50 

School Board of London v Falconer Act 1877 L17 

Earl of Sandwich v Great Northera Ry Co Cause 1875S 
183 

Lammiman v Walker Act 1877 L 89 

Bensted v Hall Act 1877 B 485 

Harl of Radnor v Graham Cause 1874 R 151 

In re Robson, decd, Emley v Davidson Act & m judgt 
1877 R 178 

In re Brown, decd, Lawley v Dixon Act 1877 B 423 

The British Mining, &., Company v Taylor Act 1877 B 
369 

Dawes v Bagenal Act 1877 D 172 

Alderson v Woods Act 1877 A 160 

In re Kingdon, decd, Martin v Cowland M jadgt 1877 K 


64 

In re Shearly, decd, Sanders v Shearly Act 1877 S 74 

Davies v The Brecon & Merthyr Railway Company Act 
1877 D 97 

Margetson v Goodland Act 1878 M 21 

Randall v Prosser Act 1878 R 64 

Mills v Jennings Act 1877 M 275 

Brooke v Wigg Act 1875 B 142 

Clarke v Bridgett M judgt 1876 C 62 

In re Johnson, deceased, Harrison ¥ Dearlove Aoct.1877 J 
181 


In re L Beaumont, deceased, Wilkinson v Walker Aot 
1878 Bil 
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“Copev Few Act 1876C 4 


Hensby v Justice Act 1877 H 357 ; 

In re Rohrs, deceased, Rohrs v Rodwell Act & m judgt 
1877 R 148 

Turner v Hancock M judgt 1878 T 218 

Hesketh v The Bolton Guardians Act 1877 H 332 

Carter v Burney Act 1877 C 488 


Part Two. 


From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles Hall’s cause book. 
Hammond v Hughes Act 1877 H 298 
Sheldon v Sheldon Act 1877 S 348 
Royal Bank of Scotland v Tonge Act &mjudgt 1877R 52 
Kemeys, &c, Cov Somervell Act 1877 K 58 
LanevMimms Act &mjudgt 1878L 13 
Palmer vy Moden Act 1877 P 263 
Beattie v Robinson Act 1877 B 416 
In re Nightingale, decd, Pike v Hobbs Act 1877 N 1875 
Pritchard v Canton Act 1877 P 228 
Attorney-Gen v Hill Cause 1877 T 77 
Carrns, C. 
The Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon will not hear any 
of the above causes before Tuesday, the 21st inst., unless 
‘by the consent of all parties. 
R. H. Leacu, Registrar. 





LONDON. 
EASTER SittinG, 1878. 

This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, Com- 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of trial 
has been given ; and also all actions in the Chancery Division, 
in which notice has been given of trial before a judge and jury 
up to and including 22nd May, 1878. 


LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
Ex 1 —— ad (Lewis & Lewis) v Manero (Spyer & 
D 


) 
© P 2 The Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, London and 
China (Waltons, B & W) v The Netherlands India 
_ Steam Navigation Co limd (Lovell & Co) SJ 
3 heighley (G W Keighley) v Shirref (Morley & 8) SJ 
4 Gething (Same) v Same (Same) SJ 
i) hay ( oe Son & C) v Steven & anr (Waltons, 


6 Wyneken & anr (W A Crump & Son) v Schwaben 
(Freeman & B) SJ 
P 7 Frowein & ors (Stephen Scott) v Sonnenthal (Ashurst, 
M & Co) SJ 


Ex 8 Hanbury (Mercer & M) v Grant & ors (Same) SJ 
B9 — & ors (Ingledew, I & G) v Williams (Plews, I 


P 10 Allen (Roberts & B) v Wakefild (Waltons, B & W) SJ 
P 11 Lopez (H Montague) v Rae (G R Innes & Son) SJ 

4 = Barrow (Same) v The City Bank (Ingle, C & H) 
B 


cP 
CP 
QB 
CP 
Cc 


3 Breffit (A Jones, T & G) v Williams (Norris, A & C) 
14 Fraser & Co a G &C) v Burrows (Waltons, 
B&W)S 
x 15 Rogers & Chave (In Person) v McIntosh (Pitman & L) 
Ex 16 Richards (Mercer & Mercer) v Grant & Clark & Punch- 
ard (Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T & L) SJ 
[16 to 87 against the same defendants. ] 
C P 88 Allen (Roberts & B) v The Gauthoid Marine Insurance 
Co of Gothenburg (Druce, Sons & J) SJ 
CP 89 Same Sane) * The Marine [nsurance Co Norden, limd 
Gothenburg (Same) SJ 
Ex 90 James Watt & Co (G Webb) v Mersey Steel & Iron Co, 
limd (Norris, A & C) SJ 
CP 91 Frederici & Co (Freshfields & W) v Van Der Zee & Co 
(Simpson & C) SJ 
QB 92 Zecchin & anr (Courtenay & C) v Broicher (Hollams, 


Son & a SJ 

Ex 93 Ostrém & Fischer (H J Coburn) v Heintz (Nash & F) 

@ B 94 Rogers (F Bradley) v Anderson (N Willicombe) SJ 

C P 95 Beevers (Waltons, B & W) v Redway (FJ & GJ 
Braikenridge) SJ 

Ex 9% Girvin (Mercer & M) v Grant, Clark & Panchard 

Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T & L) 

Ex 97 Birch (Same) v Same (Same) 

Ex 98 Vincent (Same) v Same oan) 

QB 99 Corbett (Ingledew, I & G) v White (C C Ellis & Co) 

Ex 100 Dawson — & Miller) v Grant & Clark & Punch- 
ard (Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T & L) 

CP i101 — pA ors (Freshfields & W) v Caldwell (J B 


owse 
QB 102 Leese Ons Frost) v Household (Field, R & Co) 8J3 
ob i Remmi gay say anaory 
mira are ell) v 8 & 
(Hollams, Son & C) 8J ) 7 r 


tH Oaaaag o 


QB 105 Croshaw (Plews, I & H) v Smith fanley &L) SJ 

QB 106 Biphosphated Guano Co, limd (Hollams, Son & C) y 
Gruning & Co (W W Wynne) SJ 

CP 107 Gen Steam Navigation Co & ors (W Batham) v The 
Liverpool, Brazil & River Plate Steam Navigation 
Co, limd (Pritchard & Soms) SJ 

QB 108 Gosman & anr (Stibbard, G & Co) v Sigg & anr (Hol- 

ams, Son & C) 

CP 109 Weinstein & anr (Parker & Clarke) v Russian Steam 

Navon, &c, Co (Same) SJ 

Ex 110 ——- (J R Bailey) v Vander Zee (Simpson & 


CP 111 Wagstaff & ors (Parker & Clarke) v Anderson & ors 
(Hollams, Son & C) SJ 
CP 112 Irvine (Waltons, B bs v Warns (F Bradley) SJ 
CP 113 bd Parker & Clarke) v Morice (Waltons, B & 
‘0 


Cc 
CP 114 Hall (Same) v Bonus (Same) SJ 
Ex 1165 —— & anr (Wilkins, B & F) v Simmons (Harris 


& 
C P 116 Hall (Parker & Clarke) v Jupe (Waltons, B & W) SJ 
Q B 117 Barnet (Hollams, Son & C) v Musgrave (R J Pead) 


SJ 

QB 118 Bank of Montreal (Bischoff, B & B) v Huntington 
(Field, R & Co) SJ ‘ 

Ex 119 Hancock & ors (Maddox & C) v Whichcord (Monck- 
ton, L & Co) SJ 

Ex 120 Masaru & ors (Murray, Hutchins & Co) v Hobley 
(Hollams, Son & C) SJ 

CP 121 Keay & anr (Pritchard & Sons) v Young & ors 
Clarkes, R =? J Scott; Burton, Y & Co; Bel- 


e & M) 

CP 122 Amazon Tug & Lighterage Co, limd (Ashurst, M & 
Co) v Earle’s Shipbuilding & Engineering Co, limd 
(Chester, U & Co) SJ 

QB 123 Phillips (W Beck) v Liebig’s Extract of Meat Co, 
limd (Crump & Son) 

QB 124 McQueen (Same) v Same (Same) 

Q B 125 Rooney (Harper, B & B) v Fenn & ors (F_Dollman; 
T L Rixon; Randall & A; Boyce & R; Blunt, T& 


Co) SJ 

QB 126 — & Son (Hollams, Son & C) v Street (Allin & 
G 

QB 127 Fw chal (Johnsons, U B & A) v Dobell & Co (Field, 
R & Co) SJ 

CP 128 Levy (W A Crump & Son) v Badart Freres (Saunders, 
H & B) SJ 


Ex 129 Brooke (Mercer & M) v Grant & ors (Ashurat, M & 
Co; Blunt, T & L 

QB 180 Truninger & Co (Hollams, Son & C) v London & St 
Katharine Docks Company (W M Hacom) SJ 

CP 131 Smith & Co (Waltons, B & W) v Carvill & Son 
(Hollams, Son & C) SJ 

QB 182 Dreyfus, Freres & Cie (Stibbard, G & Co) v Watts 
Milburn & Co (Torr & Co) SJ 

CP 133 Se ee & H) v Delcomyn (Hollams, Son 


QB 134 Bulloch & Co (Hollams, Son & C) v Corrie & Co 
W J Foster) SJ 
QB 135 ar _— (Same) v Wallace Bros (Johnson, U 
C 


0) 
QB 126 Beit & Co (Pritchard & Sons) v Ramakill (In Person) 
Q B 137 Clippingdale & anr (C O Humphreys & Son) v 
Escombe & ors (Hollams, Son & C ; Gellatly & Co; 
Parker & Clarke) SJ 
(To be continued). 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


May 20 & 21.—Mesers, Savrer, Rex, & Co, at the Mart, at 2 
.m., freehold and leasehold properties (see advertisement, 
ay 4, p. 4). . 

May 4 Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusrtexD, at the Mart, at 
2 p.m., set of chambers in New-square, and valuable rever- 
sion (see advertisement, May 4 and 11, p. 6). 

May 22.—Mesers. Harps, VAUGHAN, & JENKINSON, at the 
ee hs 1 pms sugar estate in Jamaica (see advertisement’ 
Apri . 4). 

May 22.--Mr. Watrer Knicut, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., free- 
ar} - leasehold properties (see advertisement, p. 4, this 
week), 

May 22.—Mr. James Pousry, at the Mart, at 1 p.m., lease 
hold proton (see advertisement, k 4, this week). 

May 23.—Messrs. Cronk, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold 
properties (see advertisement, p. 4, this week). 

May 24,.—Mesers. Nonvon, Tuist, Waryey, & Co.,at the 
eh by 2 p.m., freehold property (see’ advertisement, 

p- . 
May 24.—Mr. Ronert Ret, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold 





giound=rcn‘s (see advertisement, May 11, p. 6). 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


May 16, 1878. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Cent, Consols, 964 Annuitias, April, ’85, 9% 
Sito for Account, June 3,963 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Do: 3 per Cent. Reduced, 94$ | Ex Bills, #1000, 23 per Ct. 7 pm. 
lew 3 per Cenb., Ditto, £500, Do, 7 pm. 
perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £326¢, 7 pm. 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. °94 Bank of England Stock, 256 
Do 5 per Cent., Jan. 78 Ditte for Account. 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
d.Stk.,5 per Cent. July, ’80,104§) Enf.Pr.5§ perCnt., May, 89 
Ditto for parlor pie 7 Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 a Ceat., Oct. 788, 100 April, 64 . 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
itto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent, 80 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C., Jan,.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways.- 





Closing Pric 





Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western ...., 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ss. 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western—Original..., 
\Lancashire and Yorkshire .... 
London, Brighton, and South 
London, Chatham, and Dover,... 
London and North-Western . 
London and South Western........0.0 | 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln sce.sesoeees 
Metropolitan 
Do., District 
Midland 
North British 
North Eastern 
North London 
North Staffordshire .... 
South Devon 
‘South-Eastern 


* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

Hvussarp.—May 14, at 25, Torrington-square, London, the 
wife of George Robert Hubbard, solicitor, of a son. 

Larnc—May 12, at 56, Addison-road, Kensington, the wife of 
John G. Laing, of Lineoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

MxEap—May 14, at 40, Norland-square, Notting-hill, the wife 
of Henry John Mead, solicitor, of a daughter. 

RostrRon—May 10, at Beddi ton, Surrey, the wife of Simpson 
Rostron, barrister-at-law, of a son 

WHEELER—May 13, at 186, Earl’s Court-road, South Ken- 
sington, the wife of T. W. Wheeler, barrister at-law, of a 
s0n. 


MARRIAGE. 

Rumnzy—Wartrs—May 14, at Brighton, Howard gg | of 
Enfield, Middlesex, solicitor, to Mary Elizabeth, eldest 

daughter of Isaac Watts, of Brighton. 


Lumizy— May 8, at 10, PR nna =a Rogent’s-park, William 
—.May 8, ai ussex- separ’ 
Golden Lum ey, Q.C., aged 76. nop , 
TICE—March 28, George Hailey Prentice, of the Inner 
Temple, barrister-at-law. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Frivay, May 10, 1878. 
Bradford, Milton, and James Riley, Fenchurch st, solicitors: April 27 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Fripay, May 10, 1878. 
ITED IN CHANCERY. 

Brick and Stone Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presen- 
ted May 8, directed to be heard before the M.R. on May |8. Pattison 
and Co, Queen Victoria st, agents for Hopper, Newoastle-upon- 
Tyne, solicitor for the petitioners 

r, Lead, and Hematite Mining Company of Lanzi, Tuscany, 
ted.—Petition for winding up, presented May 9, directed to 
heard before the M.R. on May 18. Church and Co, Bedford row, 


— for Oerton and Westwood, Birmingham, solicitors for the 


Little Mountain Coal, Iron, and Clay Company, Limited.—Creditors 
are, on or before June 8, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims to Alexander Young, Tokeshouse- 
yard, Lothbury. Wednesday, June 19, at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Whittington and Sheepbridge Colliery Company, Limited.—Pe tition 
for winding up, presented May 3, directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on May 18. Johnson and Weatheralis, King’s Bench walk,. 
agents for Greaves, Sheffield, solicitor for the petitioner 

TveEspay, May 14, 1878. 
LimiTep In Cqancerr. 

Buxton Cement Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R. 
dated May 4, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Clarkes and Co, Gresham Honse, Old Broad st, agents for Addleshaw 
and Warburton, Manchester, solicitors for the defendant 

Carbon Fertilizer Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 10, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Friday, 
May 24. Abrahams and Roffey, Old Jewry, solicitors for the peti- 


tioner 

Globe Iron Works, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, dated? 
May 3, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Pritchard and Co, Painters’ Hall, agents for Storer, Manchester, 

solicitor for the petitioners 

Great Dyliffe Lead Mining Company, Limited.—By an order made by 

V.C. Hall, dated May 3, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Foss and Legg, Abchurch lane, for the peti- 
tioner 

Great Western Colliery Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, om 
or before Jue 10, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 

ticulars of their debts or claims to George Edwin Swithinban and 
William Briggs, St Steven’s st, Bristol. Wednesday, Jane 19, at 12, 
is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Hammersmith Town Hall Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before June 22, to send their names and addresses, and the 

particulars of their debts or claims to Baker Philip Daniels, Poultry. 
Saturday, June 29, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjadicating 
upon the debts and claims 

Loughor Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 11, directed to be heard before the M.R. on May 25. 

_ Russel, Coleman st, solicitor for the petitioner 

North Kent Bank, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Malins, dated. 
May 3, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above 
oa be continued. Lewis and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 

jiquidator 

Public Supply Assoeiation, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or be- 
fore June 20, to send their names and addresses, the iculars 
of their debts or claims to Frederick Bertram Smart, Cannon st, 

y, July 4, at 2, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Tuxspay, May 14, 1878. 

Herne Bay Waterworks Company.—Petition for winding uv, presented 
May 7, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on May 24. Marriott 
and Jordan, Westminster chambers, Victoria st, agents for Sankey 
and Co. Canterbury, solicitors for the petitioners 

County PaLatine oF LANCASTER. 
Fripay, May 10, 1878. 

Gorton Spinning Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presen- 
ted April 24, directed to be heard before V.C. Little on May 20. 
Cobbett and Co, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
TvugspaY, May 14, 1878. 

Birmingham Orchestral Friendly Association, Queea’s Head Inn, 
Steelhouse lane, Birmingham. May 7 

Excelsior Provident or Friendly Society, American Inn, New Canal st, 

Birmingham. May7 

Loyal Dake of Devonshire Lodge of the Independent Order of Odd- 

fellows, Manchester Unity, Devonshire Arms Inn, Cracoe, York. 


May 7 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Torspay, April 30, 1878. 

Bilton, Elizabeth, Portiaud piace North, Clapham rd. Jane 10. 
Bilton, Coleman st 

Birch, Abel Francis Falkner, Sloane st, Knightsbridge, Furnishing 
Undertaker. Janel. Pamphilon, Joha st, Adelphi 

Bonham, Rev John, Ballintaggart, Kildare. June 15, Parkin and 
Pagden, New sq, Lincoln’s Inn 

Carr, John Joshua, Bedlington, Northumberland, Stationer. June 1. 
Nicholson, Morpeth 

Coker, Thomas, Taunton, Somerset, Dentist. Rossiter, 


Taunton 

ao Thomas, Cardiff, Engine Fitter. May 30. Daltons and Co, 
Cardi 

Deason, James, sen, Beckside, Lancashire, Agricultural Eogineer, Jane 
12, Butler and Son, Dalton-in-Furness 

Dixon, John Barileigh, Pontymister, Mon, Solicitor. June 24, Perham, 
Wrington 

Eden, Sir Charles, m’s Gate place, Admiral H. M.'s R. N. June 
26. Bloxams Ellison, Lincoln's inn fields 

Cure Alexander, Bolton, Baker, July 3. Greenhalgh and Cannon,. 
Bolton 

Haywood, George, Derby, Ironmonger. Hickman, Bir- 
mingham 

Hone, James, New Town, Henley-on-Thames, Nurseryman. June |. 
Cooper, Henley-on-Thames 

Horrabin, William, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. May 31, 
Marshall, Sheftield 

Kerrigan, Mary, Litchurech, nr Derby, Licensed Victualler. June 1, 

. Derby 
mee Catherine, Bebington, Devon. May 31. Buckiogham, 
King, Rev Thomas, Malvern Link, Worcester. May 20. Biliott,. 





Jane 1. 


June 1. 





Verulam buildings, Gray's inn 
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Marshal, Thomas, Winford, Somerset, Farmer. May 25. Bontflower, 


Dund 

Nolleth, Vincent, Back’s row, Whitechapel, Horsekeeper. June 1, 
Wyatt and B rreud, Arthur st W. ~ London Britge 

Packer, Charles Mathia:, Wribberhall, Worcester, Gent. May 31. 
Rosen and Dawes, Kidderminster 

Parker, Roger, Crewkerne, Somerset, Yeoman. June J. Alford, 


kerne 
Parraton, _ = Bigbury, Devon, Farmer. May 24, Andrews, 


Phillip-, "Snertes, Wakefield, Builder, June 4. Jansons and Co, 
Wakefeld ; 
Roberts, Emma, Bournemcuth, Hants. May 23. Druitt and Druitt, 
Christeharch ‘ 

Roberts, Jo-eph, Lee, Kent, Esq. June 25. Francis and Co, Austin 
frivrs 

Rhodes, Sarah, Henrerton Houre, Henley-on-Thames. June 1. 
Coop-r, He: lev-on-Thanes 

Saville, El gaheth, Leeds. June 12. Rider, Leeds 

Sleck, Jon, Carlisle, Gent May 31. Bendle, Carlis’e 

Stead. Thomas, told, Lancashire, Nurseryman. June 30. Ansdell 
and Son, St Helens 

Trim, John, Dinsham, Dorset, Yeoman. June 24, Bartlett, Sher- 
berns 

‘Velvin. George, sen, Modbury, Devon, Yeoman. May 24. Andrews 
Modbury " 

Ward, James Edward, Hundleby, Lincoln, Banker’s Clerk. June. 
Dee, Horncast'e 

West, Elizabeth, Nonington, Kent. May 25. Knoeker, D 

‘West, stepheu Norwood, Nonington, Gamekeeper. May 25. ..  acinr, 

iver 

Wrichtt George, Hampstead rd, Gent. July 1. Beyfus and Beyfus, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Yeliand, Elizabeth, Exeter. May 17. Friend, Exeter 

Farrar, May 3, 1878. 
er, James, Liverpool, Manager of the St HelensCopper Co. Jane 
20. Dowring «nd Paige, Redruth 

Bonney, Francis Ancustus Burnett, Queen's Elm, Brompton, Surgeon. 
June i. Bonney, King W iam st, London Briige 

Bridges, Sarah, Oxford street. Junel. Sawbridge, Milk street, Cheap- 
side 

Bulger, Christopher, St Georges’, Salop, Chartermaster, June 15. 
Phillips end Ce, Shifnal 

Burchet, Johr, Westbourne st, Eaton sq, Gent. July 31. Barron, 
Lireo'n’s inn fields 

Cammell, Et-n Crawford, South Cliff, Scarborough. June 10. 
Fidridge and Stept: ason, * Kingston-u, on-Hull 

Chapm-n, Emma, Illingworth, York. May 31. Holroyde and Smith, 
Hel fax 

Cobbett, Richard, Northumberland st, Strand, Gent. Aug 1. Few 
and Co, Surrey st, Strand 

— Somes, Dallinghoo, Soffolk, Farmer. May 14. Brooke, Wood- 


ne .™ Wiliam, Finsbury place south, Finsbury, Job Master 
June 30. Harcourt and MacArthur, Moorzats st 

Eardl2y, Joseph, Alsager, Cheshire, Gent. May 31. Mayer, 
Borslem 

England, George, New Cross, Engineer. June 15, Horsley, Staple 
jun 

Excreet, John, Kingston-np »n-Ha!l, Gent. Jane 17. Park, Hull 

Harvey, Margaret, Holmfield, nr Liverpool. June 8. Laces and Co, 


Liverp~ 1 ; 

H —_ Walter Jeff ies, Fishponds, Gloucester. Miy 30. Richardson, 
Frist 

Holgate, John, Burton, York, Gent. July 1. Picard, Kirkby Lons- 
da 


e 
Hue, Geerge. Cheetham, Manehester, Gent. June 5. Cooper and 
S:+s8, Manchester 
Leoveriice, John, Brighton, Haberdasher, June 1. Robinson, Christ- 
chur: h passs ge. Newgate st 
Man, William, Milcmay grove, Mildmay park,Gent. Junel. Saw- 
Parag ah Mgr = King’s Cross, Artificial Fl 
ariic, Jhon Rowlard, Arzy’ s Cross, lower 
Manufacturer. Jove}. Srwridce, ~ mode kat, gg 
Myers, Janes, Shildon, Darham, keeper. May 28. Preston, 
Kirkb; Stepren 
Orr, Gerge William, Saltash, Cornwall, Master Mariner. June 7. 
Hu'chirgs, Devenp rt 
Perridee, Williae Henry, Albion rd, Stoke Newington, Gent. June 
30. Harcoort and Macarthur, Mooreate st 
Piatt, Jobn, Brixton rd, Licensed Vietualier. Jane 12, Walker, Nor- 
fol« st, Strand 
— Mary Anne Elizsbeth, Lowndes eq. June 24. Tomlin, Ojd 
urlir gton st 
a, John, F im*tone Villa. Pemkroke, Gent. May 20. Davies and 
» Haveriori west 
%, "olds, Eizabeth, High st, Highgate. June 1. Smith and Sors, 
a oni ‘s mn 
th, Wil iam, Aston, or Birmingham, Brewer. Jone 15. Tarleton 
= oes in, Biri —~ dome 
ue iiem, Pac ney, Surrey, Jobmaster. June 8, Haselwood, 
hion 
Webb-r, Thomas Richar4 Wilitem, Lombard st, Baker. June 1, Surr 
a d Co, Adchurch lane 
West, Charles, Cheetham, Manchester, Printer. July 1. Summer, 
Ma:cheser 


Teusvay, May 7, 1878, 

Ambler, Moses, Heath, nr Wakefield, Gent. June 14. Mander and 
Son, Wak: ficia 2d " 
Beonett, Grorue Jr day Gower st, Bedford +q, Gent. June 1. 

Drzon and Co, Betiord 
Ge, Ma Mary ry hase. } oa Hereford, June 15. 
ner, 
Brooks, wivem Manchester, Merchant. Jaly1. Wood and Atkin- 


Manchester 
Batl-n, Ri Herti Suffolk. June 1. Isaacson 
tay ngsweil, and Son, 








re 
ne 
Button, Sophia Elizabeth, Lorrimore square, Walwo 
Etwin, Peover st; Southw irk 7] oe, 
Camfie'd, George, Tanbridge @, Publican. May 30, spear 
King st, Cheapside Tunbridge j , say 5 
Chadman, Metilda, Tunbri Wells. June 25. Orippl 
Tunbridge Wells ssi te 
Collard, Charles, Derby, General Dealer. June 7. Eddowes, 
Oaager < hr, Birmingh: Wholesale Ji 
er, John. am. e Jeweller. July 1. 
Tess, Birmingham ‘ . anaes 
Cottrell, William, Edward st. Lambeth, Gent. June 20. Easton, 
Chifford’s inn au Wels, Ge 
Creasy, Henry, Tunbridge 1s ot. June 17. Oripps a 
Tunbridge Wells : eaters. 
Godse, Uriah, Frampton-on«Severn, Gloucester, Miller. July 1. 
Liutle, S'roud 
Hawo'th, George, Harpurhey, nr Manchester, Yeoman. June 8, 
F eeg, Hills place, Oxtord st 
Heath, George William, Ne!son terrace, Stoke Newington rd, Gent, 
J aly 1. Mee, Great Winchester st 
Higgs, Enoch, Trescott, Stafford, Farmer. May 13. Brevitt, Wolver- 


hampton 
Holland, William, Oxford, Gent. May 31. Power and Armishaw, 
Atherstone 
Hunt, Augusta Nona, Wonham, Surrey. July 1. Wootton and Son, 
Finsbury-circus 
Kn pk John Coltver, Rochester, Gent. Jane24, Basset, Rochester 
Lambert, Jehn Alfred, Upper Whitecross st, St — Ss, ’Fishmonger, 
June 6. Helsham, She borne lane, King William s 
——- ad oy George, Redland, Bristol. June is. lliffe and Co, 
ford 
—_, gehe, “Great Bardfield, Essex, Coachman. June 1. Snell, Great 
unmow 
Miles, John Henry William, Balham, Surrey, Licensed Victualler, 
June 24. Taylor, Old Burlington st 
Morgan, Mary, Raglan, Monmouth. June 18. Davis, Usk 
Mvxon, Robert Pindar, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gorn Factor. June 28, 
Lowe and Co, Hull 
Nash, Thomas, Sianford-le-Hope, Essex, Cordwainer. June7. Bewley, 
Gravesend 
Onslow, Matthew, Bournemouth, Gent. June 4. Guillaume and 
Sons, Fleet st 
Ovey, Jane, Northfield End, Henley-on-Thames. July 6. Carr, St 
Mildred’s court, Poultry 
Partridge, Eugenie, P-ckham Honss Asylum, Peckham. June 14, 
Ta'ham and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Shields, William, Toxteth Park, nr Liverpool, Grocer, May 20. 
Sm th, Liverpool 
Stark, William, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Gent. July 1. Slee and Co, 
Parish st, Southwark 
Thomson, Henry Oliver Scott, Stoke Cliffe, Gloucester, Gent. May 25. 
Brambie, Bristol 
Turpin, Janes, Great Sampford, Essex, Blacksmith. June |. Snell, 
Great Dunmow 
Wheatley, Jonathan, Tunbridg: Wells, Brewer. June 23. Cripps 
and Son, Tunbridge Wells 
Wocdcock, Fred, Totterdown, Bristol, Beer Retailer. July 4. Fassell 
and (o, 'Brist ol 
Wow ‘dridze, Roounet, Overton, Hants, Surgeon. June 17. Hallett 
and Co, Ashford 
Wooldridge, Susannah Elizabeth, St James’ rd, Brixton, June 17, 
Hallett aud Co, Ashford 
Baockrapte. 
Fripay, May 10, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors nvust forward their proofs of debts to the Kugistrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Coleman. William rae, Budge row, Chemist, Pet May 8. Spring- 
Rice. May 2i atl 
Grimshaw, Samuel + Cheapsile, Merchant, Pet May 8. Pepys, 
May 22 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Caulfield, James, Manchester, Iunkeeper, Pet May 6. Lister. 
Manchester, May 27 at 11 
Collis, Joseph, Bridgewater, Master Mariner. Pet May 8. Lovibond. 
Bridgewa er, May 22at 1 
Driver,Geovge T , yond "7 epaeaain Draper, Pet May 7. 
Parry. Brmingham, May 20 at3 
Green, Morris, Jarrow, he ey Money Lender, Pet May 2. Mor- 
timer, Newcastle, May 2: at 
Uarrison, Joseph, Belay, Wertueiuistn’, Parmer. Pet May 7. 
Moriimer. Neweastl- » May 22 at Li 
Rose, George N  , Luriei Breeze Hill, Liverpool, Pet May 8. 
Co'per. Liverpool, May 27 at 12 
Tolley, John Alvred, Birmingham, Retail Brewer, Pet May 2. Cole, 
birmingham, May 28 at 2 
Wats n, Gordon Bramley, Not'ing’am, Horse Dealer. Pet May 6. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, May 22 at 10.40 
Wearing, Harry, Whitehall, ne Walsall, out of business. Pet May 6. 
Ciarke, Walsall, May zl at 10 
Winstone, Thomas, Tadhoe Grunge, Durham, Builder, Pet May 7. 
Marshall, Durham, May 2 at il 
Toxspay, May 14, 1878, 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1869. 
Creditors must ae their proofs of devtsto the Registrar. 
Surrender in London, 
Hay, William Daniel, Queen Victoria st, Tutor, Pet May 0. 
Brougham, May 31 at 
we Walter, y bated lane, Pet Mey 1., Haslitt. May 8lat 


Lod, Leggy | Friday Mantle Manafactorer. Pot 10. 
oP gay 7 omar” tis 


Bri 
John Henry Pakenham, Eastbourne terrace, Paddington, 
ee ay ie, Brougham, May 81 at 11 - 
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lexander, and Henry Hayward, Allen terrace, Kensingtcn, 
aaiiers. Pet Mey 11. Hazlitt. May 38 at 1 2 


To Surrender in the Country, 
r, William Bradford, Kirkgate, Bradford, Innkeeper. Pet May 9 

7 o. Bradford, May 24 at 9 ° 

Baward=, Charles, Margate, Coal Merchant. Pet May 9. Furley. 
Canterbury, May 34 at 2 

Farnsworth, James, Ardwick, Monchester, Auctioneer. Pet May 10. 
Lister, Manchester, May 27 at 11 

May, Anton, Manchester, Fancy Pet May 10. 
Lister. Manchester, May 27 at |) 

McArthur, Wiliam, Blackheath. Pet April 30, Pitt-Taylor. Green- 
wich, May 24 at 2 

Sangster, Frederick, Mortlave, Mereintile Olerk. Pet May 7. 
Willoughby. Wandsworth, Mav 28 at 11 

$mith, Wiliam Gee, Cho lton-up»n-Medlock, Lancashire, Financial 
Agent. PetMay10. Lister. Munene-ter, Miy 27 at LL 

$mith, Rhoda, Denholme, York, Innkeeper. Pet May 7, Robinson. 
B afferd, May 28-at 9 

Stansfield, John, Batley, York, Mason. Pet May 7. Nelson. Dews- 
bury, May 30 at 12 

‘Tipping, Joseph, Chell, Stafford, Grocer. Pet May 8. Tennant. 
Hanl-y, May 25 at 12 

Wardrobe, Thomas, Kirgston-upon Hull, Dyer. Pet May 7. Rollit. 
Kingston -upon-Huil, May 28 at 7 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tusspay, May 14, 1871. 


Kaufman, Louis, Manchester, Gen ral Merchant. May 9 
Turton, William Henry, Leeds, Clotuier. May 8 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farway, May 10, 1878, 
, Thomas, Berwick-upon-Twee?, C.a! Merchant, Muay 22 at 2 at 
offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Ty ne 
Arlidge, Mary Ann, Wells st. South H»ckney, Furnishing Ironmenger. 
May 24 at 3 at offices of Holloway, Bali’s Pond rd, Islington. Ovoper, 
Chane: ry lane 
Atkin, Georve, Grimsby, Lincoln, Grocer. May °0 at Lt at offices of 
Wa'son and Son, Parliament st, Kings: on-upon-Hull 
Atkinson, William. Middlesbororeh, Coa! Agent. Miy 22 at 12 at 
offices of Ward, Albert rd, Middl shorough 
Barrow, William. South Shields, Grocer. May 23 at 12 at offices of 
Oliver and Co, John st, Sunderiand 
Bee, Matthew Stephenson, Great Grimsby, Clothier. May 24at 3 at 
the Royal Hotel, Manchester, Grange and Wintringham, Great 
Grimsb: 
Pe coaensd Thomas Grabb, Upper Thames st, Papsr Agent. May 21 at 
3 at offices of Mardon and Co, Moorgate +t. Gregorv. Moorgate st 
Beresford, Be: jamin, Sandiacre, Derby, Stn+mason. May 24 at U 
at Wright’s Vanits, Railway terrace, Derby 
Biffen, William Frith, Excter, Butcher. \ay 27 at 4 at the Castle 
Hotel, Castle +t, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 
Blackmore, John Thomas, Hednesford, Stafford, Builder, May 23 at 
$ at olfives of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 
Booty, Cherles Abbott. Oxford, Photographer. Mav 23 at 12 at offices 
of Bickerton, St “ichael’s chambers, Ship st, Oxford 
Berwell, John, Burton-on-Trent, Engineer May 22 at 12 at the 
White Hart Hotel. High st, Burton-on-Trent 
Bower, Sumue! W liiam, Ramsgate, Outfitter. June 3 at 12 at the 
Guilcha!l tavern. Dorman, Ramsgate 
Broce, Timothy, and Abresham Bruce, St ivcliffe, Vork, Shoddy 
Manufacturers. May 22 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, Dewsbury. Ibber- 
son, Dew-bury 
Buckley, John, Dobcross, York, Manufacturer. Mav 31 at 4 at offices 
ot Hanchett, Uppermill, Saddleworth. Hanchett an¢ Watson, Old- 


ham 

‘Cambridge, Philip, Exeter, Grocer. Muy 27 at 12 atthe Bude Haven 
Hotel, Exeter. Friend, Ex-ter 

‘Cat!, Ge rge. S: uthtown, Suffolk, Fish Merchant. May 27 at 3 at 23, 
Kine st, Great Yarmouth 

Chemb riain, Sarah, Birmingham, Con‘ectioner. May 24 at 1) atioffices 
of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 

‘Chapman, Garmston Percy, Halesowen, Worcester, Relieving Officer. 
May 22 at | at offices of Cullis, Market st, Stonrbri ge 

Cros, Arthur Nixon, Neweastle-upon-lyne, Iunkeener, May 28 at 3 
at offes of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcustle-up n-Tyne 

Dactord, Thoma-, Northampton, Chemist. May v3 ac 3 at offices of 
Berke, Cerneete, Northampton 

Davies, Edward, Burslem, Plumber. May 20 at 11 at offices of Tom- 
hinson and Fursival, Burslem 

Daw, Annie, Chel'enhum, Lodeing House Keener. May 25 at 12 at 
offices of Borde, Bi dfurd buildings, Che!tenham 

» Georse, Upp-r Kennington lane, no occupation. May 18 at 4 at 

offers of Kiseh, Argyll place, Regent et 

Dobbs, Milsom, Abe:kenfig, Glamorgan, Grover. May 17 at 12.30 at 

of Morgen and Sout, High st, Cardiff 

Eden, Robert George, Brighton, Grocer. June $ at 3 at the Castle 
Hotel, Midle st, Brighton. er, Bir. hin Ivne 

Edward-, George Willnm Walter, Wolverhampton, Hwirdresser, May 
24 at. 8 at offices of Daliow, Queen at, Wolverhampton 

Ellis, Arnold Clifton, Leveby, Lincoln, Farmer, May 22 at 11 at offices 

hodes and Sons, Market Rasen, Linvo'n 

Ficlasynd, Frederick Garlick, Beclesh ill, York, P»prr Merchant. May 
18 at eleven ut officer of Rhodes, Kirkua'e, Beat rd 

Fields nd, Samuel, Barnsley, Bootmaker, May 29 at 2 ab offices of 


Ri eal. Chronicleoh»mbe:s, ley 
nb, Henry, and ‘Thomas F: thergil! Sheard, Heokmondwite, York, 
7 at 2,30 at the Bisek Bull Hotel, 


anu'a;turers, May 
be hg Late Socket 

. . nal Green rd, Woed Turner, May 2) at 3 at 

by iti on Weshington, Trinity sq, 8 eineast : 

‘ontardawe, Glamorgan, Licensed Vioiu . 

at Sat offices of Woodward, Wind st, Swansea ee 


Box Manufacturer. 





Gardiner, George. Dudbridze, Gloucester, out.of business. May 18. at 
1 at the Fonntain Inn, Westgate «, Gloucester. Stroud 

Glanvill, E'len, Crediton, Devon, Draper. May 23 at2 at the Crown 
and Sceptre Hotel, North st, Exeter. Sm th and Co 

Glover, Jane, and Mary Jane. Midd'esborough, Milliners. May 20 at 3 
at offices of Hore, Z tland rd, Middlesboroagh 

Golds en, Woolf, Poultry, Tailor. May 23 at 3 at offices of Read and 
Son, Queen Vic'oria st. Castle, Poultry 

Gouli. Thomas, H»lesowen, Worcester, Surgeon. May 21 at 12 at 

Pen at hare Priory st, Dualey om 

orge, Sav uel Gregory, and George Frederick Scarborough, 
York, Drapers. May 24 at 2 at offices of Ladbury i Co, Cheapside. 
Watt:, Scab rough 

Hal', J hn (and net Hall, as erroneously printed in last Gazette), 
Ryhi'l, rr W kefi ld, Nurseryman. May 20 at 11 at the George 
Hel Sintygat>, Wakefield, Lake, Southgate 

Hammond, Thomas, Leeds, Ironmonger. May 23at 11 at offices of 

Hewson, Fas: parade, Leeds 

Hampson, Eliza’ eth, Denton, Lancashire, Grocer. May 23 at 3 at 
offices of Brooks and Co, Stamford st, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Harman, Thom s, Unrtain rd, Shoreditch, Carman. May 23 at 3 at 
offices «f Tay! rand Jaquet, South st, Finsbury sq 

Hein, John Henrs, Wellneton place, Peckham, Baker. May 18 at 2 
at offices of Si'rp:on, North buildings, Finsbury. Cannon, Manor 
Par, Little Il’ord 

He lawei), John. Ancoats, Manchester, Paint Manufacturer. May 23 
at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk et, Manchester 

Helsby, John, Fencon, Staff rd, Furniure Dealer. May 23 at 13 at 
offices of Ke t, Chancery lane, Longton 

Hildred, Henry, Salford, Lancashire, Coal Merchant. June 3 at 3 at 
the Artillery Arms, Apsley grove, Ardwick. Tremewen,j/Manchester 

Hill, Richard, Can‘on, Cardiff, Publican. May 24 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan and ~co’t, High st, Cardiff 

Hinch!:ffe, John, Cudworth, nr Barnsley, Collier, May 29 at 4 at 
ofttces of Ridea!, Chron:cle chambers, Barnsley 

Hodgson. John Ambrose, York, Woollen Draper. May 23 at 11 at 
offices of Wa‘dington, Stonegate, York 

Holbrook, Will am, Derby, Butcher. May 25 at 11 at offices of Briggs, 
Amen aliey, Derby 

Holmes, Natiane! John, The Hall, Primrose hill, Gent. May 29 at 12 
at office: of Allingham, O'd Broad st 

Howard, William, Sout port, Grocer. May 29 at 3 at offices of Walton 
and Smith, Borough buildings, Southport 

Hoyle, Eamun?, Kochtale, Painter. May 28 at 11 at offices of 
Brierley, Butt’s avenue, Rochdale 

Horst, Thomas, C.rtisie, Timber Merchant. May 23 at 3 at the Lion 
and Lamb Inn, Scotch sr, Carlisle : 

Jackson, Thomas, Covenry, Watchmaker. May 22 at 11 at offices of 
Ne le, Hay lane, Coventry 

Johnson, Mark, H»yton, ur Liverpool, Chemist. May 23 at 3 at offices 
of Barrell and Rodwar, Harrington st, Liv-rpool 

Johnson, Thoms Lewis, Dresden, Stafford, out of Susiness. May 31 
at 2atthe R val Hoel, Crewe. Challinor, Hanley 

Lin‘orth, Edward, N. w st. Brompton, Hosier. May 28 at 2 at offices 
of Tippetts and ‘0, Great St Thomas Apostle 

Lorghnorst, Henry, Pearson st, Kingsland, Grocer. May 20 at 2at 
Offices of Godfrey, Gresham build n-s, Gwithall 

Lloyd, Edward, Monteomery, Innkeeper, May 31 at 12.30 at offices of 
Powell, Broad st, Newtown 

MacLean, Donsld, Fa tham, nr Birkenhead, Barman. May 3] at [2 
at offices of Vine. Dale st, Liverpool, Bartlett, Liv: 

Malcolm, Samuel Smy'he, Leadennal! st, Snip wner. May 24 at 3 at 
effices of Waddel and Co, Queen Victoria st. Ellis and Co, St 
Swithin’s lane 

Marsh. Berjami n, Birmirgham, Electro Plater. May 20 at 12 at offices 
of Joynt, New st, Bi min sham 

Masters, Samuel, Sandwi h, Kent, Shipwright. May 23 at 1 at the Ross 
Hotel, Canterbu y. Cuttew, Sandwich 

McGowan, Alexander, 8 :rrow-io-Fu: ness, Cabinet Waker. Muy 28 at 
il at 17, Scrarvd, Barrow-in-Furness. Taylor, Barrow-in-Furness 

MeNulty, M chvel Joe pn, Steoney, Newcastle-upon- Tyne, Drysaiter. 
May 22 at 2 at offi es of Turner, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon- 


ne 

wenasy, Frederick ¥itzroy, Stockton-on-Tees, Theatrical Manager. 
May 22 at 3 at offices ct Draper, Fickle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Newman, Col ett, Gloweester, Hurse Dealer, May x4at 3 at offices of 
Haines, St John’s lvne, Gloncester 

Nottingham, Henrv, Vivian rd, Peckham Rye, Accountant. May 22 
at 2 at offices of Payne, Finsbury pavement 

Narse, John Alfred, Ki ¢'s Lynn Norfolk, Hosier, May 24 at 12 at 
offiers of Beloe, New Conduit st, King’s Lyan 

Owen, William, and Robert Ray, St Anne’s-on-the-Sea, Lancashire, 
Builders, May 21 at 3 -¢ «ffi es of Dean, Lune st, Preston 

Parsiow, Charle-, Bali's Pond r@, Oilman, May 28 at 3 at offices of 
Heathfield and Son, Liveoin’s inn fields 

Pinnock, Rartlett, Bourtm-on-Duns nore, Warwick, Farmer. May 23 
at 11,30 at offices of Hay hes and Masser, Littie Park st, Coventry 

Pitman, Eugene Jo-eph, Fenchurch st, Wine Merchant. May 2i at 2 
@! offices of Ditton, Ironmonger lane 

Ponsfor’, James, Lox' n ‘omerset, Farmer. May 22 at 11.30 at 
Mount-tevens’ Station Hotel, Yatton, Webster, Asbidge 

Procter, John, Pate y bridge, York, Farmer. Mav vO at 11.80 at the 
Star Inn, Hich st, ae brig». Neili, Bradford 

Rameev, Charies Woo b idve, Suffoik, Dealer. May 30 at 1 at offices 
of Peacook, St Peter's -t, Ipswich 

Renwick, Mary Smith, Newcastl»-upon- ,» Cabinet Maker. May 
24 at 3 at offices o' J snngton, Piigrim st, Newoastle-upoa-Tyne 

Reyro'ds, Charles, Masb>r ugh, York, Grocer. May 23 at 1] at offices 
ot Badger, Compton chambers, Rotherham 

Richards, Wiliem Augustu:, Westbromwieh, Groeor’s Assistant. May 
2 at 11 at offcrs of Whi ehonse, Castle at, Dadtey 

7 ey, John, Whitby, York, Shipowner, 29 at 11 at offices of 

ray and Pannett, Fowersate, Whitby 

Robin-on, John, Le cester, Builder, May 23 at 3 at offices of Owsten 
and Dickimon, Friar ian>, Leicester 

Roper, Henry, Yardiey, Worcest-r, Builder, May 24 at 2.30 at offices 
of Tyndall and Tyndat, Wterioo .t, Birminghan 

De Rowxel, Leopod, Church place, Picoadiliy, Haurdresser, May 28a 
3.30 at oifices of Herbert, Gracechurch st 
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Ruse, Alfred Joseph Bunning, Sandgate, Kent, Lodging House 
Keeper. June 3 at 12 at offices of Worsfold and Co, Cannon st. 
Mowll, Dover 

Sabberton, William James, Banner st, St Luke’s, Box Manufacturer. 
May 23 at 12 at offices of Bradley, Mark lane 

Sands, Alfred, Oxford st, Manufacturing Chemist. May 27 at 12 at 
offices of Earnshaw and Co, Mark lane 

Saunders, William, Abergavenny, Nurseryman. May 29 at 3 at the 
Greyhound Hotel, Abergavenny. Jones, Abergavenny 

Seloy, Adam, Stone bridge, Bristol, out of business. May 23 at 1 at 
offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Sims, Arthur Rushworth, Leyton, Essex, Contractor. May 18 at 10.30 
at offices of Hawkins, Chancery lane 

Sirett, William, Kingsbury, Aylesbury, Bucks, Saddler. May 24 at 3 
at offices of Reader, Gray’s inn 

Souter, William, jun, Congleton, Cheshire, Hatter. May 23 at 1 at 
offices of Cooper, Townhall chambers, Congleton 

Stevenson, William, Sneinton, Nottingham, Hosier. May 27 at 12 at 
offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingbam 

Stokeld, John, Darlington, Grocer. May 28 at 11 at offices of Bowes 
and Hett, Coniscliffe rd, Darlington 

Suthers, Luke Harker, and William Suthers, Walsden, Lancashire, 
Cotton Spinners. May 31 at 3 at the Star Hotel, Deansgate, Man- 


chester 

Taylor, William Beaumont, Huddersfield, Accountant. May 27 at 11 
at cffices ot Berry, Market place, Huddersfield 

Thorne, John, Barton Hill, Bristol, Baker. May 25 at 12 at offices of 
Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Timson, William Ward, Kettering Northampton. Boot Manufacturer. 
May 23 at 1 at 3, Horsemarket, Kettering. Burnham and Henry, 
Wellingborough 

Valentine, Thomas, Pendleton, L hire, Builder. May 28 at 3 at 
offices of Doyle, Princess st, Manchester 

‘Waddell, John, Toft, Cheshire, Farmer. May 21 at 11 at the Angel 
Hotel, Koutsford. Fletcher, Northwich 

Walker, Edward, Liverpool, Leather Factor, May 22 at 2 at offices of 
Tyrer and Co, North John st, Liverpool 

Walmsley, Henry, Haslingden, Lancashire, Grocer. May 21 at 3 at 
offices of Backhouse, St John st, Blackburn 

Walmsley, Joseph, Blackpool, Licensed Victualler. May 22 at 2 at 
offices of Dean, Central st, Blackpool 

Warn, Edward Frederick Walter, Stapleton, Gloucester, Dairyman. 
May 21 at 12 at offices of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Wastell , William, Coatham, York, out of business. May 18 at 3 at 
i Queen’s Hotel, Newport rd, Middlesborongh. Robinson, Dar- 


‘ington 

Webster, Robert Alexander Macintosh, Nottingham, Clerk. May 30 
at 11 at offices of Cann, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Whalley, Ecward, Tunstall, Stafford, out of business. May 21 at 11 
at offices of Tomkinson and Furnival, Burslem 

White, Edward, Coventry, Elastic Web Manufacturer. May 22 at 12 
at offices of Neale, Hay lane, Coventry 

White, James, Newport, Mon, Wheelwright. May 23 at 11.30 at offices 
of Oliver, Albion chambers, Newport 

Whittle, Robert, Rirkdale, Lancashire, Shoemaker. May 22 at 3 at 
offices of Buck and Dicksons, Ta)keth st, Chapel st, Southport 

Wi'liams, Morris, St Asaph. Denbigh, Farmer, May 27 at 12 at the 
British Hotel, Bangor. Davies, Denbigh 

Williams, William, Troedyrhiw, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. May 25 at 1 
at offices of Simons and Plews, Church st. Merthyr Tydfil 

Wilsher, Edwin, Daw’s lane, Walham Green, House Decorator. May 
30 at 3 at offices of Hughes, Benet place, Gracechurch st 

Wilson, Thomas, Scunthorpe, Lincoln, Builder. May 24 at 11 at offices 
of Hett and Co, Brigg 

Withers, Thomas Rhoads, Yarm, Durham, Wine Merchant. May 23 
at 11 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Willan 


TuEsDAy, May 14, 1878. 

Anderson, Archibald, South Gosforth, Northumberland, Farmer. May 
27 at 2.30 at offices of Strachan and Co, Grainger st west, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Moore, South Shields 

Andrews, John, Barrow-in-Furnesz, Innkeeper. May 27 at 2at the 
Imperial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness, Nalder and 
Sanders, Barrow-in-Furness 

Armitage, William Blanchard, Halifax, Boot Manufacturer. May 24 
at 3 at the White Lion Hotel, Halifax. Boocock, Halifax 

Asbury, Jervis, Sheepbridge, Derby, Grocer. May 25 at 3 at offices of 
Cat's and Co, Market Hall chambers, Chesterfield 

Atkinson, William Henry, Blandford Forum, Dorset, Solicitor. May 
27 at 11.30 at the Griffin’s Arms (Railway Hotel), Wimborne. How- 
ard, Weymouth 

Bal, Jonas Priestley, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. May 28 at 12 at 
the White Lion Hote), Halifax. Boocock 

Banks, Charles, Albion place, Shepherd’s bush, Builder. May 29 at 2 
at offices of Robinson, Coleman st. Andrews, Fenchurch st 

Barclay, Robert Elliott, Cross passage, Leadenhall market, General 

Tr. May 24 at 4 at offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings 

Berley, William, Li:tle Catshil!, Bromsgrove, Nailer. May 24 at 11 at 
oftices of Housman, Kidderminster rd, Bromsgrove 

Bass, Henry Weddell, Ilkley, York, Commercial Clerk. May 25 at 
es 1,30 at offices of Hanson, Corn Exchange, Leeds. Dresser, 

is 


Batterbee, Walter, Norwich, Tailor May 27 at 3 at offices of Sadd 
and Linay, Tueatre st, Norwich 

Beer, George, Bideford, Devon, Master Mariner. May 24 at 12 at offices 
of Rooxer and Bazeley, Bridgeland st, Bideford 

Bell, John, Wingate, Durham, Grocer. May 23 at 12 at 32, John st, 
Sunderland, Robinson and Co, Sunderland 

Benton, Edwin, Fenton, Stafford, Butcher, May 23 at 11 at offices of 
Tennant and Co, C e, Hanley 

Bergbioom, Abraham, Bydes place, Shoreditch, Cork Soles Manu- 
facturer. May 24 at 3 at offices of Cattlin, Wormwood st 

Blenkinsop, Jane, and William Winter Blenkinsop, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne, Leather Merchants. May 28 at 1 at offices of Legge and Deni- 
son, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-T yne 

Bone, George Robert William, Old Kent rd, Draper. May 24 (and not 
the 27th, as soroegh High ao in Gazette of 3rd inst) at 2 at, offices 
of Waring, Borough High st, Soathwark 








od? 

Bottomley, William, Robert Bottomley, and Susan Bottomley, Wals-. 
den, Lancashire, Cotton Spinners. May 28 at 3 at the Albion Hotel 
Piccadilly. Roberts, Rochdale ” 

Briggs, George Edward, Bishop Auckland, Printer. May 23 at 3 at. 
offices of Proud, Market place, Bishop Auck/and 

Brown, Joseph, Bishop Auckland, Paper Hanger. May 28 at 12 at: 
offices of Maw, jun, Bishop Auckland 

Bruce, Francis Robert, Banbury, Oxford, Brewer. May 25 at 2 at the 
White Lion Hoiel, Banbury. Pain and Hawtin, Banbury 

Burnand, William, New Shildon, Durham, Bootmaker. May 28 at 3: 
at offices of Proud, Market placa, Bishop Auckland 

Burton, Jchn, Longton, Potter. May 23 at 12 at officesof Tennant ang. 

, Cheapside, Hanley 

Bywell, William, Middleham, York, Tailor. May 27 at 3 at offices of 

Simpson, Church st, West Hartlepool 


Calvert, John, Rochester rd, Kentish Town, Civil Engineer. May 2g. 


at 2 at offices of Kennedy, Warwick court, Gray’s inn 

Carter, Robert, jun, Greylands rd, Peckham, out of business, May 25. 
at 10 at offices of Ratcliff, Bishopsgate st withia 

Cragg, Samuel, Leeds, Jeweller. May 29 at 10.80 at offices of Hopps. 
and Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

Creok, John Hamblet, Bolton, File Manufacturer. May 24 at3 at 
offices of Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

Crook, William, Sydenbam Plumber. May 31 at 11 at offices of Howard 
and Co, New Bridge st 

Cross, John, South Shields, Confectioner. May 27 at 3 at offices of 
Purvis, King st, South Shields 

Culpeck, Josiah, Long lane, Bermondsey, Corn Dealer. May 28 ‘at 12: 
at offices of Bath and Son, King William st. Bridger and Collins, 
King Wiiliam st 

Day, Thomas, Milkwood rd, Camberwell, Grocer. May 31 at ll at 
offices of Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. Swan, Cam- 
berwell New rd 

Dennison, Robert, Bradford, out of business. May 25 at 11 at officesof 
Last, Tyrrell st. Bradford 

Lames, George, Newhall, Derby, Licensed Victualler. May 29 at 12 
at offices of Drewry, High st, Burton-cn-Trent 

Eley, Charles, Black Notley, Essex, Publican. May 29 at 11 at officen 
of Holmes, Bocking 

Elliott, William Henry, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. May 27 at 
10 atoffices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 

Ellis, John, Bangor, Boot Maker. June 6 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, 
Chester. Jonesand Roberis, Bangor 

Evans, Joseph Balguley, Hanley, orator. May 23 at 2.30 at the 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Hanley. Hollinshead, Tunstall 

Evans, Thomas, Wrexham, Denbigh, Miller. May 28 at 12 at offices 
of Acton and Bury, Chester st, Wrexham 

Farrar, Samuel Crossley, Inchfield, nr Todmorden, Cloth Agent, May 
27 at 11 at the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. Eastwood, Todmorden 

Fielden, John Joshua, Burnley, Cotton Manufacturer. May 29 at3 at 
offices of Nowell, Hargreaves st, Burnley 

Flint, Henry Wyatt, Pembridge, Hereford, Coal Merchant.” May 30° 
at 10.15 at the Oak Hotel, Leominster. Corner, Hereford 

Gardner, Nathan, Sparkbrook, Warwick, Grocer. May 27 at 3 at offices 
of Boraston, Ann st, Birmingham 

Gratwick, William Sales, Skidmore st, Mile End Old Town, ont of 
business, May 29 at 2 at offices of Briant, Winchester House, Old 
Broad st 

Grundy, Thomas, Southport, Lancashire, Builder. May 29 at 2 at the 
Law Association Rooms, Cook st, Liverpool. Walton and Smith, 
Southport 

Halliday, Richard, and Ann Fearnley, Shipley, York, Coal Merchants.. 
May 25 at 11 at the Queen’s Hotcl, Leeds. Morgan and Morgan, 
Shipley 

Panay Godden Styles, Old Broad st, Solicitor. May 29 at 11 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Sewell and Edwards 

Harvey, James, By ker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Contractor. May 27 at. 
11 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Haswell, Charles, Guisborough, York, Builder, May 31 at 11 at offices 
of Wilkes, Zetland rd, Middiesborough 

Hatch, William, Southampton, Grocer. May 29 at 12 at offices of 
Pearce and Co, Lansdowne House, Castle lane, Southampton 

Hearne, Octavius Thomas, Railway place, Fenchurch st, Merchant. 
May 27 at 2 at offices of Bradford, Fenchurch st 

Hewson, John, Birmingham, Baker. May 27 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
aang he Birmingham 

Higgs, Mattbew, Worcester, Baker, May 23 at1l at offices of Tree 
and Son, Worcester 

Hinde, Samuel Henry, Eastbourne, Sussex, out of business, May 27 
at 10 at the Crown Hote!, Lewes. King, St Mary-at-Hill 

Hobinstock, Louis, Aldersgate st, Wholesale Furrier. May 24 atl at 
offices of Parke, Colbroke row, Islington 

Holden, George, jun, Walsall, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. May 24- 
at 1! at offices of East, Cherry st, Birminghym 

Holliday, Frank, Walsall, Stafford, Tailor. May 28 at 3 at offices of 
Wilkinson and Gillespie, Bridge st, W: I 

Hopkins, John, Neath, Glamorgan, Tailor, May 30 at 1 at offices of 

bomas, Queen st, Neath 

Howard, Ralph, Liverpool, Wheelwright. May 27 at 2 at offices of 
Fowler, Cable st, Liverpool 

Howitt, William, Liford, Essex, Florist. May 25 at 3 at the Rose and 
Crown, Liford 

Hughes, George William, Liverpool, Accountant. May 27 at 2 at offices. 
of Harris, Union court, Liverpool 

Ivin, Henry, Trowbridge, Wilts, out of business. May 29 at 12 at 
offices of Rodway, Fore st, Trowbridge 

-Johnson, Henry, Victoria Dock rd, Canning Town, Fishmonger. May 
25 at 10.15 at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile End 

Jones, Hugh, Liverpool, Joiner. May 27 at 1 at offices of Rumsey,, 
Dale st, Liverpool 

Jones, Thomas, Accrington, Lancashire, Wholesale Earthenware 
Dealer. May 27 at 3 at the Derby Hotel, Accrington 


Kaye, George, Alkerton, Oxford, Licensed Victualler, May 23 at 10 at 
offices of Crosby, Bridge st, pees 3 ; 

Kempstor, William, Hare st, Bethnal Green, Cabinet Maker. May 27 
at 11 at offices of Mogg, Shoreditch, High st. Noon and e 

Large, Thomas, Toothill, Wilts, Farmer. May 29 at 12 at offices “of 
Kinneir and Tombs, High st, Swindon 
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Lee, Mark, Shadwell, nr Leeds, Blacksmith. May 24 at3 at offices of 
Ferns, Bank st, Le 

Jeetham, James, Kingston-npon-Hull, Steamship Owner, May 18 at 
1 at offices of Hearfield, Old Exchange buildings, Lowgate, Kings- 


upon-Hull 

Lund, Joseph, Bradford, Butcher. May 21 at 10 at offices of Hudson, 
Hustiergate, Bradford 

Mardon, Henry, Stockton-on-Tees, Innkeeper. May 23 at 11 at offices 
of Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington 

Min:hall, Thomas, Wresham, Denbigh, Miller. May 31 at 10 at offices 
of Sherratt, Wrexham 

Mitebinson, Thomas, Westbourne grove, Cabinet Maker. June 5 at 3 
at Painters’ Hal!, Little Trinity lane. Pritchard and Co 

Montgomerie, John, Uxbridge, Travelling Draper. May 29 at 11 at 
145, Cheapside. Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 

Morgan, John, Blaenavon, Mon, Innkeeper. May 27 at 12 at offices of 
Gibbs and Llewellyn, Tredegar place, a 

Morreli, John, Wolverhampton, Publican. ay 29 at 11 at offices of 
Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 

Mowart, George James Morrison, Penge, Surrey, Hosier. May 27 at 
2 at offices of Neave, Cheapside 

Murray, Edwin Allen, High et, Poplar, Boot Manufacturer. June 6 at 
3 at offices of Lewis and Lewis, Ely place, Holborn 

Nicholas, James, Swansea, Grocer. May 23 at 3 at offices of Smith 
aud Lewis, Cambrian place, Swansea 

Norman, Richard, Gateshead, Stationer. May 28 at 11 at offices 

of ‘Aydon, St John’s chambers, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne 

olsen, Henry, South Shields, Innkeeper. May 23 at 3 at offices of 
Mabane, Barrington st, South Shields 

Oswin, Alfred, Manchester, Manufacturer. May 27 at 3 at offices of 
of Bunting and Co, Carlton buildings, Cooper st, Manchester 

Parker, John, Leeds, Builder, May 27 at 11 at offices of Middleton 
and Sons, Park row, Leeds 

Pennington, Samuel, Whitehaven, Earthenware Dealer. May 28 at 
12 at offices of Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 

Pepperdine, Richard, Hulme, Manchester, Builder. May 28 at 3 at 
offices of Sampson, King st, Manchester 

‘orquay, Devon, Baker, May 28 at 12 at offices of 
Carter and Son, Cary buildings, Abbey rd, a my 

Pike, William, Pensilva, Cornwall, Tea Dealer. May 27 at 11 at offices 
of Elworthy and Co, Cyaan 56, Firesente 


Piper, Caleb, Lewisham, Kent, aker. June 3 at 11 at offices of 
Hughes, High st, Lewisham 
Porter, Thomas, Rotherham, York, Grocer. May 28 at 11 at Church 


st, Rotherham 

Powers, Henry, Warwick, Corn Factor. May 23 at 11 at offices of 
Sanderson, Churck st, Warwick 

Rainer, Mary Ann, Great Yarmouth, Shoe Dealer. May 27 at 11 at 
offices of Rayson, Regent st, Great Yarmouth 

Raitt, John, Durham, . May 28 at 3 at offices of McAllum, 
Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Lisle, Dur 

Randell, Joseph, Fenton, Stafford, Commission Agent, May 23 at 3 at 
offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, a 

Rattenbury, Richard, Bristol, Boot Dealer. y 23 at 2 at offices of 
Sibly, Exchange west, Bristol j 

Reed, William Thomas, Buckingham villas, Stratford, Builder. May 
23 at 3 at 19, Worship at, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 

Rees, David, Abercarne, Mon, Grocer. May 27 at 12 at offices of Oliver, 
Albion chambers, Ni rt 

Reeves, John, Shalford Common, nr Guildford, Corn Dealer. May 29 
at 3 at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st. Durbidge, Guildford 

Renshaw, Matthew, Mansfield, Nottingham, Dealerin Hay. May 31 
at 12 at the Old Eclipse Inn, Mansfield. Belk, Nottingham 

Robinson, Joseph, Bishop Auckland, Druggist. May 28 at] at offices 
of McAllum, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Richardson, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Rodgers, Thomas, Kirkburton, nr Huddersfield, Machine Maker. May 
2% at 2 at offices of Booth, John William st, Huddersfielh 

Rumboll, Walter, and John Lewis Gordon, Friday st, Merchants. May 
27 at 3 at 145, Cheapside, Morley, Cheapside 

Sands, John, tee ®nal my General Merebant. May 30 at 11 
at offices of Smirk, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Kidd, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sargent, Oliver Cromwell, New Bridge et, Wine Merchant. May 28 at 
2 at offices of Coburn and Young, Leadenhall st 

Scholefield, Joseph, sen, Henry Scholefield, and Joseph Scholefield, 
jun, Little Halton, Lancashire, Builders, May 27 at 3 at offices of 


Dawsun, Wood st, Bolton 
Seeley, Annie, Liverpool, Draper. May 29 at 3 at offices of Nordon and 
nD, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Shepherd, Charles Dorset, Bessom st, Hatcham Park rd, Accountant, 
May 24 at 2 at offices of Harris, Southwark st, Southwark 
Siddall, Thomas, Altrincham, Cheshire, Stationer. May 31 at 11 at 
Otices of Whitt, King st, Manchester. Whitehead, Manchester 
m, Henry, Collingwood terrace, Battersea, Butcher. May 27 at 
12 at offices of Preston, Mark lano 
Simpson, Henry, Widnes, Lancashire, Clothier. May 27 at 3 at offices 
of Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Beasley, Widnes 
Skinn, Michael, Plymouth, Saddler. May 31 at 11 at offices of Green- 
» Frankfort st, Plymouth 
» Richard, Plymouth, Draper. May 25 at 12 at offices of Bridg- 
mad, Princess st, Plymouth 
Spier, Max, Leonard st, Finsbury, Wholesale Stationer. May 29 at3 
at offices of Harcourt and Macarthur, Moorgate st 
Squire, Alfred, King’s rd, Camden town, Pianoforte Maker. June 5 at 
a. the Feeemasona’ Tavern, Great Queen st, Lincoln’s ina fields. 


e8 
Henry, Hulme, Manchester, Baker. May 29 at 3 at offices of 
Grundy and Kershaw, Booth st, Manchester 
Strange, William, Southampton, Butcher. May 24 at 2 at offices of 
Edmonds and Co, Portland st, Southampton. Coxwell, Lymington 
Tentle, George Robert, Southampton, Scrivener. May 27 at 3 at 
8 of Shutte, Po! st, Southampton 
Thornton, William, Croydon, Outfitter. Afay 28 at at 111, Cheapside, 
Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 
race Wallace, Bournemouth, Fancy Stationer, May 24at 
Lacey and Son, Bournemouth 


2 at Haxell’s Hotel, Sirand. 





Trickett, William Henry, Kingsland rd, Cheesemongar. May 29 at 2 - 


at offices of Lockyer, Gresham buildings 

Tucker, James, Falsam Pits, Droitwich, Worcester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. May 30 at 11 at offices of Pitt, the Avenue, Cross, Wor-- 
cester 

Turner, James Liewallyn, Middiesborough, Clerk. May 18 at 11 at 
offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Veale, George Taylor, Croydon, Farmer. May 27 at 3 at offices of 
Wilde, Moorgate st. Snow, College hill, Cannon st 

Wallwork, Nathan, Radcliffe, Lancashire, Blacking Manufacturer. 
May 24 at 10 at offices of Fielding, Bowker’s row, Bolton 

Warr, William, Small Heath, Birmingham, Builder, May 27 at 12 at 
offices of Chirm, Waterloo st. Birmingham 

Watkias, Miles, Canton, Cardiff, Tobacconist. May 27 at 11 at offices 
of Jones, Philharmonic chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Webb, George Houlton, Moss Side, Manchester, Clerk. May 29 at3 at 
Offices of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 

White, George Wallace, Maidstone,Grocer. May 24 at 11 at the Ter- 
minus Hotel, London bridge. Stenning, Maidstone 

Whitehead, Alfred, Aston park, Warwick, Gun Finisher, May 27 at $ 
at offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 

Williams, William, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, May 27 at 1k 
at the Pipe Hall Hotel, Bilston, Bowen, Bilston 

Woods, Joseph, Warrington, Lancashire, Labourer. May 2lat 11 at 
the County Court House, Warrington 

Wright, Robert, Beale, nr Knottingley, York, Wheelwright. May 30- 
4 tS. a Green Dragon Hote!, Pontefract. Mander and Son,.. 

ai 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
—_ < fat extracted. ae ins biee 
e Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, fectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for- 
Invalids aad Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all tes, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHSAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break-- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTiIna A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
= Chocolate, ana may be taken when richer chocolate is pro— 

ibited. 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless system of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pampblet Gratis and Post-free. 
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SON 
- MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To He Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS; 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITYS CLERGY GOWNS, EC. 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


'NHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancuss in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong, 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Depostrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :-— 
At5 cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be 


n. 
a issued at the current exchange pontcntin | on any ofthe Branches 
——- free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
‘or collection. 
Saurs AND Purcuasss effected in British and foreign securii in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same 


taken. 
Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 
Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


EDE AND 
ROBE 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


May 18, 1878, 














HALLECK’S 





JUST PUBLISHED, 


INTERNATIONAL LAW; 


RULES REGULATING THE INTERCOURSE OF STATES IN PEACE AND WAR. 
A NEW EDITION REVISED, WITH NOTES AND CASES. 


BY S8/1R S8SHERSTON BAKER, 
Two vols., demy 8vo, cloth, price 38s, 








BART. 





©. KEGAN PAUL and CO., 1, PATERNOSTER 








SQUARE. LONDON. 





On May 6. Price 5s. 


AW MAGAZINE and REVIEW, and QUAR. 
TERLY DIGEST OF ALL REPORTED CASES. 
NO. CCXXVIII. FOR MAY. 
ConTENTS :— 
1. Codification and Legal Education. By Mr. Justice MARKBY. 
2. The Inclosure Acts and Common Rights. By FREDERIC GREEN, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
3. Practical Legislation. By FRANCIS SAVAGE REILLY, Barris- 
ter-at-Law 
4. On the Study he, the Law. By CHARLES CLARK, Q.0 
5. Scottish Crimi Procedure: its Lessons for ’ England, By 
ALEXANDER R ROBERTSON, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
6. Parish enn pal By T. P. TASWELL-LANGMEAD, B.C.L., 
Barrister-at-La 
. Select Casee--Scottish. By HUGH BARCLAY, LL.D. 
8. Legal Obituary of the Quarter. 
9. Reviews of New Books. 
10. Quarterly Notes. 
il. Quarterly Digest of all Reported Cases. 


Srevens & Harnes, Bell Yard, Temple Bar. 





HE STANDARD pow ASSURANCE COM- 


Esrastisnep 1825, nilemabited % Special Acts of Parliament. 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1878. 

The FIFTY-SECOND ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the 
Company was held at Edinburgh on Tuesday, the 23rd of April, 1878. 
COLIN J. MACKENZIE, Esq., of Portmore, in the Chair, when the 
following results were communicated :— 

Amount proposed for assurance during the _ 1877 
eveeee £1,746,841 2 10 


2,300 pyenemre damned 


Amount of aesurances ‘accepted during the year 1877 
(1,872 policies) ....+++see--+--+ cccccccee 1,834,879 8 11 
Annual Premiums on "New Policies ‘daring the year 
aie? sveceucceoseccosersevesccesees cocce 42,220 1 10 
Claims by death. ‘during the year ‘1977, “exclusive of 
DONUS AAGILIONS ...crccescccsccccceersere cocvecce 413,875 2 7 
Amount of assurances accepted during the last five 
YEATS. 6-06 ahtasnsensancanpl éiensseess +» 6,327,788 10 3 


Subsisting assurances at November 15, 1877 (of. which 

£1,457,709 1s. 10d. is re-assured with other office a? 18,902,853 12 0 
— upwards of Three Quarters of a illion Sterling per 

um 

{Invested Funds, upwards of Five Millions and a Quarter Sterling. 

The Report, Tables of Rates, and all further information can be 
obtained by application at the offices of the Company in London, 
Edinburgh, and Dublin, or at any of the Agencies which have been 
established in almost every town of importance throughout the 
kingdom. 

Colonial and Foreign Assurances.—Assurances granted on the lives 
of persons proceeding abroad. Branch offices and agencies in India 
and all the British Colonies. 

SPENCER 0. THOMSON, Manager. 

H, JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England. 
Lonodn—82, King William-street, 'E. C., and 3, Pall-mall-east, 8,W. 
Edinburgh—3 and 5, George-strees (Head Odice). 
Dublin—66, Upper Sackville~street, 

Manchester —110, King-street, 


4 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
*. ae - Lawn = aay os or er Securities and ANNUITIES 
pure 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F. 8, CLAYTON, } Joint 
CG, H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries, 








ESSRS. DEBENHAM,TEWSON & FARMER'S 

TAST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, H.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received nog later than four days previous to the end 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 








The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily raat 
in the Fite pygites for registration and distribution. SHAR 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed, OFFI 
SEALS designed and executed. -No charge for sketches. 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms, 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, ——- Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


LAW COPYING OFFICE, 


75, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
NO CHARGE FOR PAPER. 
DOCUMENTS COPIED 1d. per folio, Engrossed 


per folio, 
PLANS COPIED. 
LAW and GENERAL PRINTING. 
LAW and GENERAL LITHOGRAPHY. 

LAW and GENERAL STATIONERY. 
PARCHMENT .—Indentures ruled and red lined 
for 15, 20, and 30 folios, 24s. dozen ; Followers, 22s. dozen. 
ACCOUNT BOOKS of Every Description. 

DIE SINKING and STAMPING. 
COPYING and LEVER PRESSES. 


EDWARD TANN, 
75, CHANCERY LANE, & 308, HIGH HOLBORE. 


Samples forwarded. Estimates given. 


ORTABLE TURKISH BATH (as used 

Royalty, and at Malvern), invented-by ©. HUNTER. For 
Gour, Rveumatism, Siuggish Liver, 
Disease of the Kidness, Stiffoess 
of Joints, Lumbago, &. The 
apparatus may be used in any room, 
is perfectly safe, and is without 
trouble in preparation. 








Prices Complete, 
42s. or 68s. 
Sole Agent; 


T. Hawxstey, Surgical Instro- 
ment Maker, 301, Oxford-street, 
London, W., where the apparatus 

ne may be seen in use. 
9 A paeaphlet on “ The Portable Turkish Vapour Bath as @ 
Remedial Agent in the Treatment of Disease,” by 0. Honren, of 
Calcutta, forwarded on receipt of four Stamps. 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


FINEST MEAT-FLAVOURING STOOK FOR SOUPS, MADE 
DISHES, AND SAUCES. 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT, 


CAUTION.—Genuine only with tho fac-simile of Baron 
Liebig’s Signature in Blue Ink across Label, 











of the preceding month. 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
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